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Abstract 
 
Cemeteries are microcosms of society bound together in sacred spaces. As 
manifestations of social mores, cemeteries allow anthropologists to obtain information on 
social development and structure. Where noninvasive study is mandated, crucial methods 
of interpretation include studies of landscape design, floral incorporation, grave marker 
design and development, and grave mementos. This thesis discusses these and other 
methods as they are used to infer group mores. It also indicates how information acquired 
from methods can be adversely affected by outside influences, such as vandalism, 
weathering, and replotting. This thesis adds to known methods of cemetery research 
another unbiased, noninvasive tool that is the analyses of public cemetery sales records of 
a known society’s municipal cemetery, Greenwood Cemetery of Orlando, Florida. 
Greenwood Cemetery opened at approximately the same time as the founding of its host 
city, Orlando, Florida. All burial and plot ownership, regardless of the social status of the 
owner, are publicly accessible in accordance with the requirements of the Florida 
Sunshine law. As the city and the cemetery followed parallel development, 
socioeconomic trends affected the city and the cemetery in a similar manner. Using 
public records dating from 1890 to 2010, a random survey was conducted that acquired 
sale dates, death dates, prices, numbers of plots purchased, and types of plots purchased. 
Using SPSS, the acquired information was statistically analyzed for correlations to 
known historic moments such as The Great Depression and the Florida Land Boom. 
 
 
viii 
Comparisons of data revealed fluctuations in the time between purchase and death: a 
decreasing length of time, an increasing length of time, and a repeated decreasing of time. 
The survey of the prices of plots revealed a positive correlation over time, indicating 
uniformity. A strong shift from the purchase of full body plots to cremation plots over 
time was evident, which was interpreted as a reflection of a shift in religious and social 
mores. Additionally, the study showed a significant increase in the percentage of 
purchased plots used. An ANOVA reveals that replotting is not significant enough to 
affect interpretation of cultural mores manifested in landscape design and spatial usage. 
While the results lend themselves to more questions and study, the analyses of cemetery 
sale records demonstrates its vitality as an unbiased, noninvasive, publicly accessible 
instrument. The analyses of sales records will also enable cross cultural comparisons. 
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Chapter One: Introduction 
 
“You and I see marble and granite stones. To these families, these are the only 
connection they have to their parents, grandparents, or even their babies.” 
–Don Price, Greenwood Cemetery Sexton, Orlando, FL (Price 2004). 
 
This is an anthropological study of an urban cemetery in Florida in an area that 
has undergone rapid social change. The purpose is to analyze the cemetery using a 
material culture perspective to shed light on sociocultural changes accompanying the 
shift modern to life. To better understand a studied group, cemeteries are common 
sources of information for archaeologists and historians (Binford 1971; Carmack 2002; 
Caviness 1994; Deetz and Dethlefsen 1965; Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967; Fox 1984, 
Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; Miller 1987; Rakita et al. 2008; Sorokin 1957; Stott 2008; 
Walter 1999). Unlike inactive cemeteries which can be physically excavated, actively 
used cemeteries require noninvasive methods for study (Conyers 2006; Ellwood 1990; 
Ellwood et al. 1994; Florida §872; Wardlaw 2009). Sources of noninvasive 
archaeological interpretation include surveys of plot arrangement, which may reveal 
familial organization (Deetz and Dethlefsen 1965; Stott 2008); studies of monument 
styles, which can reveal trade and social influences (Binford 1971;  Deetz and Dethlefsen 
1965; Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967; Francaviglia 1971; Hoots 2009; McGuire 1988); and 
descriptions of land usage, which can determine social importance of groups within the 
community (Stott 2008; Wandsnider 1996). Researchers encounter problems when 
attempting to use a present manifestation as a source for understanding historic social 
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objectification, meaning that efforts to ascertain beliefs and ideologies a society tied to a 
material object is impossible if the physical characteristics and the attached meanings 
have changed (Miller 1987). Many variables influence the manifestation of cultural 
beliefs in a cemetery. Shifting ideals, cultural Doppler effects, such as monument styles 
and religious ideologies (Deetz and Dethlefsen 1965); vandalism, weathering, and an 
inaccurate paradigm for study are examples of those variables (Bacon 1975, 1977; 
McGuire 1988; Murphy 2007; Stott 2008; Wandsnider 1996). One example of those 
variables is that most cemetery studies in the United States center on New England 
cemeteries. Lesser numbers are of southern cities in the United States (Carmack 2002; 
Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967; Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008; Warner 1959).  
The availability of resources and social hierarchy is an enormous determinant of 
the influence of the objectification via a manifested object, such as a cemetery (Deetz and 
Dethlefsen 1965; McGuire 1988; Miller 1987; Stott2008). Despite the apparent influence 
on the ebb and flow of the material culture by many people in any given population, it is 
most often the most historically notable group that will live on in the form of substantial 
monuments (Miller 1987; McGuire 1998; Mormino 1987). Valid comparative studies are 
negatively affected by fluctuating, filtered manifestations and cemetery locales. A 
universally available resource, which is sufficiently robust to overcome the frailties of 
filtered manifestations, is needed for the study of the material culture of communities 
(Francaviglia 1971; Kong 1999). While Saxe’s dissertation introduces an invasive 
method, this thesis introduces a noninvasive technique (Rakita et al. 2008). 
For this thesis, the sales records of plots sold at Greenwood Cemetery 
(28.533350º, -81.358165 º), the municipal cemetery in Orlando, Florida, were chosen as a 
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source. Many of Greenwood Cemetery’s physical features make it an ideal selection for 
study. Since its founding in 1890, the origins, notable events, municipal organization, and 
citizenry of Orlando are in public records (Bacon 1975, 1977; Gannon 1996; Gore 1951; 
Mormino 2005; Tebeau 1971). The Florida Sunshine Law makes these records, including 
the cemetery sales records, public (Florida § 119.01). Laws implemented 
contemporaneously with the city’s founding restrict all burials, regardless of hierarchal 
levels, to the grounds of Greenwood Cemetery (Orlando Codes 16.04). Since its founding 
in 1890, the cemetery has kept verifiable records of every plot sold, the names of those 
buried in the plots and information regarding the owners. Due to the strength of the 
cemetery records, there is sufficient data for comparison.  
Another supporting rationale for the study of Greenwood Cemetery is related to 
Orlando’s uniqueness as a city and the paucity of information regarding the general 
population. While some communities in Florida appear to be culturally analogous to the 
more studied material cultures of the northeastern United States, the city of Orlando is 
unique. Florida has been compared to such varied cultures as large cosmopolitan cities, 
Caribbean islands, and pioneer towns of the southwestern United States (Bacon 1975; 
Gannnon 1996; Mormino 2005; Stott 2008; Tebeau 1971). First discovered by Europeans 
498 years ago on April 3, 1513 by the Governor of Puerto Rico, Ponce de Leon, Florida 
has a long history (Gannon 1996; Mormino 2005; Tebeau 1971). Conversely, Orlando is 
relatively young. Before its incorporation, Orlando was a small, turn of the century, 
pioneer town with a population of 200 people (Bacon 1975; Gore 1951). The local 
population was made up of frontiersmen from both the northern and the southern United 
States (Gannon 1996). Even at this time in its history, many others arrived from around 
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the world. Unlike the New England cities and towns, rapid stages of development, more 
typical of towns in the west, shaped Orlando. Orlando had a period of lawlessness, a 
dependency on the environment and the railroad, and a hurried growth and development 
(Bacon 1975; 1977; Gore 1951). As is characteristic of many pioneer towns, Orlando has 
long periods during which the history and origins of the general population have been 
unrecorded (Stott 2008).  
At the time of its incorporation, Orlando began to experience the exponential 
growth patterns for which it is rarely equaled in comparison with other cities (Table 1). 
While the 2010 census of 238,300 people does not place Orlando at the top of the Florida 
list of cities, it does show that in thirty years, the population of Orlando had nearly 
doubled, increasing by 117,609 people. More than 10 people each day constituted the 
average increase of the population between 1980 and 2010. The neighborhoods 
surrounding Orlando are home to an estimated 2,000,000 people. In addition to people of 
European, African-American, and Latin-American ancestry, Orlando is expanding with 
people of many other cultural origins (Mormino 2005). Because of its fast growth, the 
history of citizens either not a part of the tourist industry or related to prominent families 
is not well recorded. For these reasons, Greenwood Cemetery, the city’s oldest and 
primary burial ground, is an unmatched reservoir of information relative to the material 
culture. 
 There are a few books about Orlando history, but most of those books describe 
only the history of the tourism industry or the history of locally prominent families. Only 
two authors, Eve Bacon and E.H. Gore, go into depth about the development of the city, 
street by street. In addition to the works of Bacon and Gore, there are three studies of  
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Table 1: Orlando Decennial Census 
 
Historical population Census1890–2000. 
 
Date Pop. %± 
1890 2,856  
1900 2,481 13.1% 
1910 3,894 57.0% 
1920 9,282 138.4% 
1930 27,330 194.4% 
1940 36,736 34.4% 
1950 52,367 42.5% 
1960 88,135 68.3% 
1970 99,006 12.3% 
1980 128,251 29.5% 
1990 164,693 28.4% 
2000 185,951 12.9% 
2010 238,300 32.2% 
"Census Of Population And Housing". U.S. Census Bureau. 
http://www.census.gov/prod/www/abs/decennial/index.htm. 
 
*Percent increase and decrease is reflected in the right column 
 
 Orlando’s Greenwood Cemetery. The dependability and validity of all three can be 
argued to have suffered from the frailties that accompany noninvasive studies.  
The first, Greenwood Cemetery, Orlando, Florida, is a genealogical study that 
records names and dates from markers (Stockton 2001). The study, available exclusively 
through libraries close to the cemetery, only lists the markers and epitaphs evident at the 
time of the survey. While of benefit to Orlando history, it does not provide an accounting 
of those buried without a marker or with a faded epitaph (Fig. 1).  
The second study is entitled Headstone Iconography: Documentation and 
Interpretation of Fraternal Emblems at Greenwood Cemetery, Orlando (Murphy 2007). 
The study records only markers bearing the motifs of social organizations. With a  
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Figure 1: Unit 8 and Section Q. Although the area to the right looks empty, it is quite full 
with paupers and Sunland Hospital patients. Unfortunately most of the graves went 
unmarked and the few present have been vandalized. Photographed at Greenwood 
Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names for 
privacy. 
 
paradigm in closer correspondence with studies of northeastern cemeteries, it does not 
acknowledge the unique qualities of the material culture of Orlando. Those unique 
qualities affect the validity of the outcome of the study. For example, the author of the 
study postulated that the few female-based social organization markers could be due to 
absence of female authority in a Victorian society (Murphy 2007). In point of fact, in 
most frontier towns, there was only one female for every eight males (Stott 2008). 
Additionally, as will be explicated in this thesis, female iconography, while often 
discreet, is extremely prevalent in Victorian cemeteries (Stott 1995, 2008; Warner 1985). 
As in the 2001 study, the 2007 study did not account for missing and faded stones. It is 
also necessary to note that this study’s source of data and results are also only available 
locally.  
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The third study, Geophysical Survey of Greenwood Cemetery, Orlando, Florida, 
was a noninvasive GPR analysis of burial locations in Greenwood (Wardlaw 2009). The 
study did not consider history or local culture in that the stated objective was singularly 
the correlation of GPR results and T-Bar probing. While the study’s information is 
available for comparison with other studies through its accessibility on the Internet, its 
lack of acknowledgement of the history and material culture of Orlando call into question 
the conclusions stated by the author. While studying graves from 1883 to 2008, the study 
did not mention the great number of reinterments in 1890; the fires that destroyed many 
grave markers at the turn of the twentieth century; the sub-soil shifting; the laws requiring 
casket liners only after the 1980s (Fig. 2); and, the steady rise of cremations that do not 
require liners or containers (Bacon 1975, 1977; CANA; 2005; City of Orlando 1969; 
Florida 497.273; Gore 1951; Orlando Codes 16.00; Wardlaw 2009).  
 These three studies are excellent additions to Orlando’s history and culture, and 
merit commendation; nevertheless, as with many products of cemetery research, none 
acknowledge the significance of the material objectification by the society of the 
cemetery’s origin. The outcomes must to be considered with an understanding that there 
are many possible manipulators of manifestations of material cultures, objectifications, 
reifications, beliefs, and fetishisms (McGuire 1988; Miller 1987:43). There is a need for 
additional tools for archaeological interpretation, as made evident by other data-source 
proposals, such as Arthur A. Saxe’s dissertation in 1970 (Rakita et al 2008).  
 Alternatively, documented transactions are without opinion and religious belief. 
In this thesis, it is proposed that a statistical analysis of not the physical cemetery, but of 
its sales records, will show a significant positive correlation between dates and 
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fluctuation the amount of sales and type of sales. Sales records can serve as a unique 
source for understanding material culture. Provided by Greenwood Cemetery, these 
records will serve to test the hypothesis that the documents of sale can serve as an 
unbiased source of history and cultural understanding. It is anticipated that this thesis can 
add not only to available histories and previous studies admirably completed, but also to 
a new direction of research in anthropological study of material culture. 
 
 
Figure 2: Casket liner. Required since the 1980s and are available from the cemetery and 
the funeral home for an additional cost. As displayed, they are waterproof and protect the 
remains from water intrusion as well as protect the ground water from casket seepage. 
Previous to the use of the casket liners, most caskets would deteriorate to the point of 
being penetrable by probing. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K 
Lawrence 2011. 
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Chapter Two: A Short History of Orlando 
Sources of History 
Many authors, researchers, and historians have written about Florida’s history; 
however, there is little detailed history about the city of Orlando. E. H. Gore published 
the book “From Florida Sand to the City Beautiful” in 1951. In what reads as a personal 
diary, he recounts the history of the city from available records and his own memory. Eve 
Bacon published the first half of “Orlando: A Centennial History” in 1975 and the 
second half in 1977. Her books often cite Gore’s work, and in a manner similar to the 
presentation of his work, are strongly influenced by her own perspective. Orlando 
histories, written subsequent to the work of Gore and Bacon, treat the events about which 
they are written superficially. More recent works also lift heavily from Gore and Bacon. 
After Bacon, recent histories only briefly touch on the pre-incorporation period and focus 
on prominent citizenry or tourism and the influence of each on the area. Very few discuss 
culture differences and none discuss mass consumerism and its influence on the material 
culture of the city. The following sections briefly describe large political and economic 
moments that have had influence on the material culture of the city of Orlando and the 
growth of Greenwood Cemetery. 
Acquisition of Florida 
 The State of Florida has had many flags flying over it (Gannon 1996; Mormino 
2005; Tebeau 1971). The name itself reflects its Spanish discovery in the early 1500s 
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during the “Feast of Flowers” of Easter (Tebeau 1971:21). Several countries claimed 
ownership of part or all of Florida and they disputed the control of the land and the 
waters around Florida. France, England, Spain, and ultimately the United States claimed 
Florida (Bacon 1975; Gannon 1996; Gore 1951; Mormino 2005; Tebeau 1971). Those 
disputes influenced the founding of the city of Orlando.  
After the American Revolution, England passed its twenty year old diplomatic 
acquisition of Florida back to the Spanish in the Treaty of Versailles (1783), a subset of 
the Treaty of Paris (1783) (Gannon 1996; Tebeau 1971). The United States had many 
reasons for wanting control of Florida. Those included territorial expansion, protection of 
its borders, and a mitigation of Native American retaliations on settlers. The First 
Seminole War (1814-1819) resulted in the Adams-Onis Treaty (1819) which stated that 
the United States gained control of East and West Florida (Gannon 1996; Tebeau 1971). 
In 1821, Andrew Jackson became Governor of the new territory. In 1823, the Treaty of 
Moultrie Creek ordered that the Seminoles would move from their homes to occupy a 
reservation being created for them. This region included the present day Orlando area. A 
lack of food in the reservation area for the Seminoles and continued border conflicts 
ensured the continuation of pressure for campaigns against the Native Americans in 
Florida. Andrew Jackson, the acknowledged enemy of Native Americans, was elected 
president of the United States in 1828. In 1830, the peace would collapse. Following the 
1830 Indian Removal Act, the United States Government drafted a treaty with seven 
Seminole leaders who represented the occupants of the reservation between 1832 -1834. 
Denying their agreement to the treaty, many Seminoles resisted moving. That resistance 
fostered the Second Seminole War (1835-1842) (Gannon 1996; Tebeau 1971). During 
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this second war, Fort Gatlin would be established on the shores of Lake Gatlin. As of 
2011, this is a lake inside the city limits of Orlando, just south of the downtown area 
(Bacon 1975; Gore 1951). 
The Armed Occupation Act 1842 
 The result of this costly war saw some Seminoles move further into south Florida, 
while others were moved to the west of the Mississippi River. The end of the war brought 
not only the abandonment of Fort Gatlin, but also the necessity to regulate and stimulate 
expansion into the newly acquired territory. To meet that necessity, Congress enacted the 
Armed Occupation Act of 1842 (Gannon 1996; Tebeau 1971). The act enabled a 
cattleman named Aaron Jernigan to buy a large tract of land around what would become 
Lake Holden near the abandoned fort (Bacon 1975; Gore 1951). Until the beginning of 
the Third Seminole War (1855-1858), what is now called Orlando would be called 
“Jernigan’s Place” (Bacon 1975:9).  
Mosquito County 
The possession of all of Florida and the division of the state resulting from the 
Treaty of Moultrie Creek required the formation of a new county south of St. John’s 
County. In 1845, when Florida became a state, the county’s name was changed from 
Mosquito to Orange County (Bacon 1975; Gore 1951). That large county was further 
divided into many smaller ones, including Volusia, Osceola, and Seminole. Settlers had 
been moving into the area since the 1842 Act, and records show that many pioneers were 
already calling it “Orlando” (Bacon 1975; Gore 1951). The transition from “Jernigan” to 
“Orlando” is widely debated. The most commonly accepted version puts the naming to an 
incident occurring during the Second Seminole War in 1835. According to a marker in 
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downtown Orlando, on the shores of Lake Eola, a soldier named Orlando Reeves died 
during battle and was buried at that spot. A map from 1855 shows the area labeled as 
“Jernigan’s” (Bacon 1975). William B. Hull states that in 1856, during debates for the 
locations for the seat of the newly founded Orange County, one of the decisions was the 
city’s name: “This place is often spoken of as ‘Orlando’s Grave.’ Let’s drop the word 
‘grave’ and let the county seat be called Orlando.” The gathering unanimously adopted 
the proposition (Bacon 1975:16). In all likelihood, due to the lack of communication, 
documentation, and organization of this time, this area probably went by many names 
until organization in 1856. In any case, in 1857, the United States Postal Service 
officially recognized the area as “Orlando” (Bacon 1975:16).  
City Incorporation 
The Orlando area suffered economically during the Civil War (1861-1865) 
(Gannon 1996). The Union Blockade curtailed agricultural exports. Unlike many 
Confederate states, the Reconstruction Era (1865-1877), brought economic success. Due 
to ample agricultural opportunities, the population boomed (Gannon 1996). Orlando was 
officially incorporated on July 31st, 1875, as a town. The 1880s brought the South Florida 
Railroad which eventually connected the citizens of Orlando to Tampa and Jacksonville. 
The railroad facilitated the movement of more people to Orlando. Reflecting the 
population increase, ten years later (1885) Orlando was recognized as a city (Bacon 1975; 
Gore 1951).  
Founding of Greenwood Cemetery 
 Before becoming a city, many of the citizens in the Orlando area were burying 
their dead wherever burials were convenient, whether those were in an organized yard, 
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such as Conway’s or Powell’s, or in their own yard, as with the Mizell family. Reacting 
to the stirring of the dean of the south Florida newspaper fraternity, Mr. Mahlon Gore, 
eight of Orlando’s local citizens bought 26 acres from John W. Anderson for eighteen 
hundred dollars (Robinson 1915). The gentlemen, I. P. Wescott, C. A. Boone, James K. 
Duke, J. H. Livingston, Nat Poyntz, W. R. Anno, James Delaney, and Samuel A. 
Robinson, were instrumental in having the law changed so that the Orlando cemetery 
would become Greenwood Cemetery. It became the municipal cemetery and private 
property burials were no longer allowed (Orlando Codes 16.04). Samuel Robinson 
surveyed and developed the original part of the cemetery (Robinson 1915). 
Following Incorporation 
 Ten years after its founding, Orlando suffered its first depression. The agricultural 
boom, which led to the population growth and spurred the town into becoming a city, 
ended in 1895. Successive great freezes in 1894 and 1895 nearly destroyed the county’s 
namesake as orange groves froze. Many settlers lost their land and their lives because of 
the freezes. The destructive freezes combined to cause a loss of 100 million dollars. One 
orange grove owner committed suicide in front of a downtown hotel as the temperature 
continued to plummet (Bacon 1975, Gannon 1996). Although Orlando continued to be 
the center of citrus exportation, the city took its first steps to becoming a politically “silk 
hat” city (Gannon 1996:278).  
 Despite the agriculturally induced depression, the years following the “short and 
splendid” Spanish American War in 1898, saw land sales again rise (Gannon 1996:276). 
The war greatly benefited Florida and in particular Orlando. The federal government 
invested in bases around Central Florida. Many veterans from the Spanish American War 
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stayed in Orlando, and were later buried in “Section W” of Greenwood Cemetery (Fig. 
11). World War I brought new conflicts to the south and new development for Orlando. 
While many African-Americans viewed the war as a chance to improve themselves, 
many whites became frightened of the possible changes and felt the need to control 
African-Americans or remove them from the area (Gannon 1996). Around the same time, 
recurring major floods destroyed the south Orlando African-American community, 
Jonestown (Fig. 3). Many African-Americans felt it more beneficial to themselves to sell 
their land and move, rather than stay in Florida (Bacon 1975, Gannon 1996). The exodus 
of Jonestown enabled Greenwood Cemetery to expand. The emigration of African-
Americans from Florida and the influx of white veterans after World War I, shifted the 
dynamics to that unlike other southern states (Mormino 2005).  
 
Figure 3: Jonestown [1890]. Greenwood first started near this spot and after this flood, 
would take over this section. (photograph by H.A. Abercromby, courtesy of Florida State 
Archives www.floridamemory.com [rc13561]) 
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After World War I, during the 1920s, the area of Orlando suffered again. Initially 
there was the Land Boom Collapse of 1926, brought on by shady business deals and bank 
closures. While many of the elite quickly recovered, many of the family-based farms 
closed and families lost their homes as banks closed (Bacon 1975; Gannon 1996). 
Epitaphs in Greenwood recording some of the financial scandals are still visible with 
quotes such as “There was a man come down from Jericho and fell among thieves” 
(Bacon 1975:246). The agriculture-based material culture of Florida was again stunted by 
the Miami and Okeechobee Hurricanes of 1928. Those storms cost the state millions of 
dollars and thousands of citizens lost their lives (Tebeau 1971). The clincher in the 
destruction of the last few orange groves in Orlando was be the medfly infestation of 
1929. As Florida required the destruction of potentially infected orange groves, many 
trees and crops were destroyed (Gannon 1996). The national Great Depression of 1929 
pushed Orlando toward becoming a more industrial city, based on service rather than 
citrus. Ironically, during a time of tumultuous economic fluctuation, ethnic relations 
improved. Notwithstanding the Ocoee and Rosewood riots, lynching and violence on 
African-Americans went down during this decade in Florida (Gannon 1996). This was 
partially due to the continuing decline in the African-American population, but it was 
also attributable to the enabling of many African-Americans opportunities. Zora Neale 
Hurston wrote about Eatonville and A. Philip Randolph organized the Brotherhood of 
Sleeping Car Porters (Gannon 1996).  
By the 1920s, the entrance of the cemetery was moved. It was originally on the 
South Side, enabling the initial views to be that of the graves of the city’s most prominent 
families and hiding those of the segregated ethnic groups down the hill by the lake. The 
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entrance was moved to the Northwestern side, right along sections T and K, where the 
non-whites were to be buried (Bacon 1975:302). 
The city grew substantially in size with the American involvement in World War 
II. Farmland developed into airfields and barracks. Expanding the airbase already 
established in 1928, the Army Air Force opened an auxiliary field that eventually became 
McCoy Air Force Base (Bacon 1977; Gannon 1996). It is now known as Orlando 
International Airport. The Cold War and postwar baby boomers facilitated another 
population expansion with the beginning of the Space Boom of 1950. Martin Marietta, 
later Lockheed Martin, moved into the area in 1957, helping develop many ships in one 
of the largest landlocked shipyards and naval bases (Mormino 2005). President 
Eisenhower established the Launch Operation Directorate in 1958. Employees for both 
groups arrived in Orlando to find homes already built for them. Much of the housing in 
and around downtown Orlando was built by the federal government for employees. Many 
of these post-war employees were Germans and Russians, either former prisoners of war 
or employed scientists. State Road 50 and the ‘Bee Line’ provided routes to work for 
pilots and scientists (Bacon 1977). These roads in Orlando are now known as Colonial 
Drive and the Beach Line. Many of the soldiers, pilots, and engineers brought not only 
billions of dollars to Orlando and values to their new social group, but also their influence 
to the modern cemetery monument and landscape design (Gannon 1996; McGuire 1988; 
Stott 2008). Roads and parks around Orlando bear the names of pilots such as Joe 
Kittinger Park and Earhart Road and many grave markers bear epitaphs mentioning 
military ranks and flying achievements. 
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The 1960’s for Florida was an extraordinary time. While many other states 
watched the beginning of the ‘hippie’ movement, Florida watched the immigration of 
refugees from a revolutionary Cuba with Russian missiles pointed behind them. In 1960, 
Hurricane Donna resulted in much flooding and grove destruction, and President 
Eisenhower declared a state of emergency for much of Florida. This did little to slow the 
city down as the newly entitled Orlando International Airport expanded in 1962 and 
again in 1970. The Civil Rights Act of 1964 brought an end to segregation and the 
necessity for a “Section T” and “Section K” at Greenwood Cemetery (Gannon 1996). At 
the same time, Cocoa “Silicon” Beach enabled all races to watch rocket launches. 
Orlando started its own college, Florida Technological University, later renamed the 
University of Central Florida. Mirroring the Orlando area population growth, the 
university is now the second largest university in the United States (Gannon 1996:441; 
Mormino 2005). At the same time as engineers increased in numbers, representatives in 
the employ of Walt Disney bought land in Orange County. Walt Disney World opened in 
1971 and created another increase in population. Disney World needed employees, 
engineers and tourists, and the company found those in Florida’s increasing and now-
desegregated population, the large airport, and the new college. Walt Disney World, the 
largest contributor to Central Florida’s non-government related economy and job market, 
facilitated desegregationist movements by demanding of city and county government a 
stable environment and by hiring many different ethnicities (Gannon 1996; Mormino 
2005).  
The Vietnamese are one ethnic group that had a major impact on the city of 
Orlando. War refugees arrived in the city after the Vietnam War ended in 1975, finding 
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Japanese from World War II and Koreans from the Korean War. The Vietnamese 
influenced government facilities which now offer not only Spanish and but also 
Vietnamese translations of road signs and postings. At Greenwood Cemetery, markers 
are found with Spanish, French, and Vietnamese epitaphs (Fig. 35). There is even a small 
Vietnamese temple in “Section 9” at Greenwood Cemetery (Fig. 34).  
 While many Orlando residents were not immune to the negative economic turns, 
the city has continued to increase in population despite the recession of 1974-75, the 
recession of 1980-1982, the military base closures of 1993, the hurricanes of 2004, and 
the current recession (United States Bureau of the Census 2010). The base closures 
contributed to the development of the high priced housing of Baldwin Park, bringing in 
more tax dollars and more potential business for Greenwood Cemetery (Mormino 2005). 
When hurricanes destroyed many large old trees, Greenwood Cemetery used the newly 
opened spaces for new plantings and grave plots, covered in more detail in Chapter 
Three.  
As seen in the table of summarized history, what started as a rough frontier town 
has become a global metropolitan city (Table 2) (Gannon 1996; Mormino 2005). 
Cavalries gave way to cattlemen and farmers who faded with the introduction of rockets 
and roller coasters. As tourism became the city’s largest source of income, the city 
catered to it by providing and imitating the artificial environment which secured the name 
the “City Beautiful” (Mormino 2005). Greenwood Cemetery, representative of Orlando, 
maintains its beauty and stable environment with many rules and concerted efforts 
(Greenwood 2009; Orlando Codes 16.10).  
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Table 2: Summarized Orlando History 
Significant Events Dates 
 
Armed Occupation Act  1842 
Mosquito County Divided  1845 
Settling After Third Seminole War  1850s 
Orlando becomes Orange County Seat  1856 
Orlando incorporated as a town  1875 
Greenwood Cemetery Established 1880 
Railroad  1880’s 
Orlando becomes a city  1885 
Citrus Boom 1880-1895 
Big Freezes  1894-95 
Spanish American War 1898 
Second Land Boom  1914-1918 
World War I: American Involvement 1917-1918 
Boom Collapse  1926 
Miami Hurricane & Okeechobee Hurricane & Establishment of Orlando 
Municipal Airport 
1928 
World War II: American involvement 1941-1945 
Space Boom 19501965 
Martin Marietta (Lockheed Martin) 1957 
Hurricane Donna 1960 
OIA opens/expands 1962-1970 
Walt Disney World 1971 
Recession of  1974-75 
McCoy AF Base Closes  1975 
1980’s Recession 1980-1982 
NATC Closes 1993 
Millennium 2000 
Hurricanes Bonnie, Frances, Charley, Ivan, Jeanne 2004 
Current Recession 2007-20?? 
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Chapter Three: Cemeteries as a History Source 
Reason for History Accumulation 
 As stated earlier, Orlando is a recent arrival on the list of cities. Although it was 
able to incorporate as early as 1875, it did not achieve the population count of 100,000 
until the 1980 census. That number is significant because that is the threshold for 
economic study by the census. With as few as 200 people at its founding, by its first US 
census in 1890, there were approximately 3,000 citizens. Afterward, the city accumulated 
approximately a thousand citizens a year. For the last thirty years, over 4,000 new 
citizens arrived in the city every year, for a total of 238,300 residents (United States 
Bureau of the Census 2010). In what can be described as a boom town, Orlando has more 
similarities with mining towns of the west than with many of the Colonial American 
cities (Gannon 1996; Stott 2008). As with many western frontier towns, in a very short 
period of time, Orlando has grown from a military fort and a trading post with a small 
agriculturally dependent community to a quick growth town attracting a variety of new 
citizens from many cultures seeking opportunity (Bacon 1975; 1977; Gore 1951). In 
addition, as in many frontier towns, with its chaotic and rapid growth, there has been a 
continuous effort to control, unify, and civilize the people with loss of the people’s 
history in the confusion (Stott 2008).  
Reason for Cemetery as a History Source 
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 As many ideas and concepts may be difficult to verbalize, the necessity for the 
manifestation of the internal creates the external object, that is the material artifact. The 
material artifact serves a fundamental role in social reproduction. The manner with which 
the artifact was formed, the material of which that it is made, its intended purpose, and its 
deposition reveal the parameters and structure of a society. Daniel Miller states in his 
book Material Culture and Mass Consumption, that the material culture is the most 
difficult source of information to interpret (Miller 1987:108). Although tangible and 
extant, its social implications are often concealed. Just as an abstract thought led to the 
palpable material artifact, the material artifact leads to speculative concepts. Because of 
reification, the objects that humans created to better understand themselves become 
separated from their original meaning of that object, thereby obscuring the relationship 
between the object and the idea (Miller 1987:44). The artifact and study of its 
objectification, however, are necessary in the process of linking the abstraction to 
specificity. While the material artifact can mirror social relations, it can also harbor 
semiotic and ideological representations for the constructor and user of the past and 
present. For example, Miller states in his book Material Culture and Mass Consumption, 
that spatial planning has been used to exemplify definite sacred principles. The shape and 
size of the object and its deposition, can indicate its normative order in the social group 
(Miller 1987:130).  
The bounded sacred space and all it contains is a material artifact. 
Correspondingly to Miller, LuAnn Wandsnider states in her article Describing and 
Comparing Archaeological Spatial Structures, an analysis of the scale and form of spatial 
use is necessary because of its clarification on formational social agents. Parameters of 
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the sacred space can reveal the initial level of importance to the society as well as the 
expansion of the boundaries of the sacred space can reveal its evolving rank to the social 
group. The distribution of the artifacts within the artifact can reveal social ranking as 
well. For example, the initial establishment of the area outside the living range can reveal 
just as much information as the purposeful placement of artifacts within and hidden from 
sight. Like Miller, Wandsnider states that the assemblages of material artifacts and their 
arrangement within the artifact is analogous to the operational examination of language, 
wherein not only do the words have meaning, but where and when the words are used are 
important as well (Wandsnider 1996:340). Wandsnider goes on to say that not only is the 
initial organization and placement of artifacts important, but understanding the system of 
continued maintenance is important in knowing the evolving value of that material 
artifact to the group (Wandsnider 1996:347). Herein reification, natural encroachment, 
and fetishism and alienation are often introduced. Although a comparative study of these 
material artifacts is crucial, Wandsnider states that critical comparative efforts are mired 
by the absence of uniformity in comparative methods (Wandsnider 1996:325). 
Like Miller and Wandsnider, Balée, an ecologist, states that the interpretation of a 
material artifact can be difficult to ascertain. In his article The Research Program of 
Historical Ecology, he states that landscape modification is arguably a manifestation of 
social mores, and thus a material artifact. The fluctuation in floral and faunal diversity as 
well as the area within which it occurs over time is an artifact of culturally mediated 
influence that is amenable to analyses. Where Miller states that manifestations that have a 
semblance of permanence are in actuality constantly restructured and reinvented 
according to current social expectations, Balée states that ecological manifestations are 
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continuously instable as well; therein, lies the difficulty in study. In Balée’s article, he 
demonstrates that analysis is possible. In the analysis of an Amazonian Basis site, he 
finds that he could successfully quantify the ecological modifications that occurred 
compared to a chronological scale. His conclusion is that a clear quantifiable analysis can 
be made of a material artifact such as an ecological site and can reveal the formational 
social agents of past cultures (Balée 2006). 
In an effort to understand the muted cultures, many researchers look at cemeteries 
as an external representation of a group’s internal principles (Binford 1972; Fox 1984; 
Murphy 2007; Rakita 2008; Sorokin 1957; Wardlaw 2009). Lilly Kong, in her paper 
Cemeteries and Columbaria, Memorials and Mausoleums: Narrative and Interpretation 
in the Study of Deathscapes in Geography states that death is a “leveller [sic]” that 
amalgamates dissimilar disciplines (Kong 1999:2). Mortuary artifacts elicit veneration, 
and she states that the formation of the cemetery, as a material artifact, is a product of 
cultural construction that sustains a social meaning. Study of this bounded sacred space 
can reveal the formational social group’s ideologies such as public hygiene and sanitation 
in addition to its sacred meanings and values. Semiology and analysis of gendered 
landscapes represented in markers and epitaphs can indicate gender roles as well as 
political shifting. Just as Miller states, Kong goes on to say that the inter alia can not only 
reveal material sources and trade, but they can also expose the social roles of the creator 
and their perceived normative order in the social hierarchy. Because the commemoration 
is selective, it mirrors what the social groups want remembered, Kong states that 
cemeteries serve as a social and political expression of societal desires that cannot yet be 
overtly expressed. For example, while those in control might explicitly segregate within 
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the cemetery and community, the tombstone that bears a particular symbol or an epitaph 
written in a foreign language may subtly be revolting against the devastating societal 
structure. In what she calls “deathscapes” the cemetery as a material artifact can illustrate 
the junctures in social hierarchy as related to economic status, ethnicity, gender, and 
religion (Kong 1999:7). While they offer a valuable narrative of social and cultural life, 
dependable research of cemeteries is lacking. Like Wandsnider, Kong states that 
dependable data collection methodology is necessary for further analysis and cross 
cultural comparison (Kong 1999).  
Attempts have been made to form a standard methodology for studying and 
interpreting the cemetery and the material that lies within. Archaeologists James Deetz 
and Edwin Dethlefsen’s 1965 article The Doppler Effect and Archaeology: A 
Consideration of the Spatial Aspects of Seriation attempts to clarify the relationships 
between analogous artifacts occurring in dissimilar sites. Artifact types are often used to 
date occupation of sites via seriation. In cases of cultural diffusion, artifacts attributable 
to one group will occur in a second group. The occurrence of similar artifacts often leads 
the researcher to date the site as the same as another with similar artifacts. Using 
tombstone design as their source, Deetz and Dethlefsen ’s study found that artifact types 
radiated from the locus of origin to secondary groups in a predictable manner, calling it 
“The Doppler Effect” enabling cross cultural comparison and chronological calculation. 
Not only did their study standardize a method of evaluating these mortuary artifacts but it 
explained the similarities that occur between sites of dissimilar time and locale (Deetz 
and Dethlefsen 1965:199).  
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As did Kong, geographer Richard V. Francaviglia found few methodical studies 
in cemeteries as a reflection of social development. In a manner not unlike many social 
scientists, Francaviglia felt that the American cemetery is a microcosm of the society of 
origin. In his 1971 article, The Cemetery as an Evolving Cultural Landscape, 
Francaviglia attempts to standardize and cross culturally compare the development of 
several social groups and their cemeteries. As with Deetz and Dethlefsen, Francaviglia 
uses grave markers to trace social development in five active Oregon cemeteries that span 
a century in use. In addition to design on the marker, Francaviglia assessed shape and 
height. In an effort to standardize his study, he categorized grave markers into nine 
groups and measured their cumulative date of occurrence. In his conclusion, he was able 
to break down occurrences to four distinct periods: Pioneer, Victorian, Conservative, and 
Modern. He also found that centrifugal patterns of growth occurred in two predictable 
methods: concentric growth around an older centrally located core or an asymmetrical 
growth, restricted by cultural or natural features. In his conclusion, he states that a 
society’s settlement patterns are so ingrained that it affects the development of sacred 
spaces, such as cemeteries. The material artifact of the cemetery's land use and expansion 
can reveal the creator group’s ideals in relation to development.  
In stating that gravestone designs follow a known developmental pattern that 
enables precise plotting across space and time, they failed to take into account another 
type of cultural diffusion (Deetz and Dethlefsen 1965:202). Randall H. McGuire’s study, 
Dialogues with the Dead, Ideology and the Cemetery in the book The Recovery of 
Meaning, Historical Archaeology in the Eastern United States is an example of 
anthropological approach that continued to clarify and standardize the study of 
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cemeteries. McGuire also felt that social manifestations in the material artifacts that are 
cemeteries should to be studied in an effort to comprehend a culture’s ideology. He found 
that mystification did not result from a single social agent and thus, not only was the 
presence of artifact types in cemeteries affected by the Doppler effect, radiating from a 
geographical locale, he found that cultural diffusion could occur in the same site amongst 
amalgamated groups of various origins, affecting site dating and interpretation (McGuire 
1988:440). McGuire’s article illuminates the difficulty in cross cultural comparison of 
cemeteries, especially when the history of the formational social group is not known.  
Annette Stott’s 2008 book, Pioneer Cemeteries: Sculpture Gardens of the Old 
West did not include a quantitative analysis of her collected data, but using a theory of 
analysis similar to cultural diffusion and the Doppler Effect, she was able to trace the 
history and social development of many communities in the middle and southwestern 
United States. As in McGuire’s study, her investigation did include different religions 
and cultural backgrounds, including Catholic and Asian groups that would affect the 
development of the social group and the ideological manifestation in material artifacts, 
including the cemetery (Stott 2008). Her book, intended for art historians, is not 
mathematically comparable. Her study, however, does stretch outside the traditional 
grounds of cemetery research, classically of the northeastern United States, creating a 
comparison to what is thought of as “typical” of American social manifestations.  
The geographer Terry G. Jordan’s 1982 book Texas Graveyards, A Cultural 
Legacy also attempted to add to the small collection of studies related to cemeteries that 
are not located in the northeastern United States. In his efforts to map the locales of 
distinct cultural groups, he found that the manifestation of cemeteries can be greatly 
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affected by the cultural origin of the formational social agent. As did Stott, Jordan did not 
conduct a quantitative analysis, but his research exemplified the need to study cemeteries. 
He states that although the formal disposal of the deceased is universal, the method 
varies. That system reflects traditional values, religious ideology, socioeconomic 
hierarchy, social evolution, and cultural diffusion. Because of the cultural reification and 
alienation, many of these traditional customs and manifestations are being destroyed, 
modified, or lost due to vandalism, changing ideas of perpetual care, and rural 
depopulation (Jordan 1982).  
Phyllis Roberson Hoots writes that she too found the bulk of research on 
cemeteries originates from the northeastern United States. As with the previously 
mentioned researchers, Hoots’ 2009 article, Cemeteries as Outdoor Museums states that 
cemeteries not only reveal formational social agents, such as a society’s mortuary 
ideologies, but also reveal social relations. Although the tombstone reflects a fleeting 
moment in a person’s life, the cemetery itself, was established as a means to reproduce 
social ideals (Hoots 2009). Her tracing of American mortuary practices exemplifies this 
artifact as being a manifestation in changing social ideals. Contrasting Francaviglia’s 
study, her research broke down cemetery history into distinctly different periods such as 
“The Great Awakening” and “Republicanism” (Hoots 2009:4-5), thus making cross study 
comparisons difficult. As did Kong, she calls for more in depth study of cultural 
variations as manifested in artifacts, such as cemetery landscape design and marker 
production. As cemeteries are a repository of culture and history, its artifacts need to be 
guarded against the altering reverence of mortuary spaces. Where cemeteries were once 
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revered in the social group’s order, they are often perceived now as a novelty that appeals 
to collectors and looters of antiquities.  
Many researchers are interested in mortuary studies. Being conspicuous and 
tangible, cemeteries are an appealing artifact for research. Information regarding 
mortality rates, religious and ethnic origins, and economic expansion are demonstrably 
engraved in stone (Binford 1972; Francis 2003; Murphy 2007). It also serves as a 
physical manifestation of social beliefs that the creators want to project as well as reflect 
upon. It takes on an importance that evolves into a reality that is bound in a sacred space 
(Miller 1987; Wandsnider 1996). Although they perceptibly manifest the beliefs and 
ideologies of the formational social group, they are akin to any other material artifact; 
that is, difficult to wholly understand. As Miller states, as the physicality that makes it an 
inviting research study, it also makes its place in the social order obscure (Miller 1987). 
Many fields of research have come together in an effort to better interpret cemeteries and 
those efforts have only come to this universal conclusion: there needs to be both more 
study of mortuary site significance and cross culturally comparative methods of analyses.  
 I introduce in this thesis an analytical method of an active, historic, bounded 
sacred space, in Greenwood Cemetery, that is cross culturally inclusive. Greenwood 
Cemetery has been the city’s primary cemetery since 1890, soon after Orlando’s 
incorporation. According to city code 16.10, any resident, but only residents of Orlando, 
can buy lots, unless specifically approved by the city council (Orlando Codes 16.10). 
Controlled by Orlando laws regarding membership and maintenance, the cemetery 
directly reflects Orlando’s citizenry. It is not only the resting place for the most 
prominent members of the population, but also the cemetery for the middle and lower 
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classes of the city. It is therefore a microcosm of the larger society bound together in a 
sacred space (Francis 2003; Warner 1959).  
 Many different religious and ethnic backgrounds can be found there, all of which 
had some influence on the city and the cemetery. Because of its expanse in time, 
Greenwood also mirrors America’s major movements in methods of satisfactory disposal 
of remains as well as the country’s changes in projections of economic relations. Because 
of Greenwood’s uniqueness, cultural and chronological expanse, and lack of 
examination, it is an ideal source for study. Any information gleaned during this study 
can be used to fill the gaps in the city’s history. With a more comprehensive history, this 
study, along with recognized data of the existing society could facilitate cross cultural 
comparisons (Binford 1981; Frances 2003). In the continued effort to add information as 
well as methodologies for understanding past cultures, an analysis of Greenwood 
Cemetery sales records only enhances studies.  
Indicators of Time and Influence 
 When cultures are similar, there is a cyclical pattern that enables predictability 
with a fair amount of accuracy (Balée 2006; Sorokin 1957). As with many artistic and 
cultural developments, American cemeteries have gone through similar developments 
that leave evidence which can be traced to the introduction of new ideas and technologies 
that became available (Binford 1971; McGuire 1988). For example, stones cut with 
pneumatic tools leave a rounded cut instead of the v-cut of a chisel. The pneumatic tool 
cut mark serves as terminus post quem of 1890 (Stott 2008). Knowing this, any stone that 
has lost its date can be approximated, and any stone that has a date previous to this can 
indicate posthumous memorialization. Some indicators of date have little to do with 
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anything as empirical as technological advancement, and more to do with an abstract idea 
such as a restoration of primitive ideals. For instance, as seen in Figure 4, a marker cut in 
the style called “rock-face’ indicates a desire to look more natural. “Rock-face” stone 
cutting became popular with those Victorians that held up ideas regarding innocence and 
nature on a pedestal (Stott 2008). There are numerous visual indicators of a cemetery’s 
history and the local culture’s ideals can be found in Greenwood Cemetery. For the 
purposes of this thesis, those indicators will be analyzed here.  
 First, landscape design and its reflection of cultural mores and place in time will  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 4: Rock face tombstone. This design first became popular during the Victorian 
Era. Photograph by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names 
for privacy. 
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be discussed. Second, there will be a brief overview of how floral and faunal relations 
can reveal society’s evolving values and beliefs. Third, a synopsis of grave marker 
development will reveal its representation of changing cultural mores and possible ethnic, 
cultural, economic, and religious identity. Fourth, there will be a discussion of mementos 
left on the grave and cultural value. This will lead to the last characteristic discussed in 
this chapter: cemetery rules, and how they develop and how they modify cultural 
practices. The chapter will conclude with a summarization of these material expressions 
of societies evolving relations and their validity. As the Victorian Era is the foundation of 
the present cemetery, it will be discussed at more length. 
Landscape Design 
In thinking of landscapes as an aspect of material culture, a researcher, without 
entering the cemetery can find history and social mores represented in the location of the 
cemetery. The chosen environment, the distance from the center of ‘life’, and the 
boundaries used to separate the sacred from the secular are all indicative of an idea that 
the community had at the time of the cemeteries founding (McGuire 1988; Stott 2008; 
Wandsnider 1996; Warner 1959). Following is a brief history of cemetery landscape 
design and how they are represented in Greenwood Cemetery. For the purpose of this 
thesis, landscape design will only discuss the location of the cemetery and the shaping of 
its roads, terrain, and plot placements. 
Graveyards 
These “graveyards,” defined as an unimproved location for human remains, are 
commonly the first type of disposal found in developing American cities (Francaviglia 
1971; Hoots 2009; Stott 2008). As in many early towns, the citizens of Orlando buried 
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their dead in an opportunistic fashion. Families hardly modified the landscape, often not 
even leaving a marker. During this state of disposal, overcrowding in small areas and 
mixed grave spots was not unusual (Curl 1983). With a quick influx of people and the 
brittle nature of life so closely tied to the land, it was not long until graveyards were 
found spotting the small city. In a short newspaper article, written by Samuel Robinson, 
he listed seven burial grounds for a town of two square miles. Both he and Eve Bacon 
mention spots near lakes, behind city buildings in downtown lots, and in citizens’ private 
backyards. The sporadic disposal of remains lent itself to confusion during continued 
development (Bacon 1975; Robinson 1915). It was not then, nor is it now, unusual for a 
builder to find the grave of someone from this period that had been forgotten (Bacon 
1975; O’Neal 1932). 
Although there were some groups and churches that had their own burial ground, 
most continued to be buried in the graveyards as described earlier. Also, as in many 
pioneer towns, the old burial grounds were reinterred in the new system (O’Neal 1935; 
Stott 2008). This is still evident in Section A of Greenwood Cemetery, where many 
markers and records are now missing or were broken during the passage of time and 
transfer. In burial records of Section A, many death dates can be seen that predate the 
purchase of property or burial date by several years (O’Neal 1935).  
By the mid-19th century, reflecting a social shift in beliefs of hygiene, civic duty, 
and death relation, many critics of this type of disposal called for a change (Curl 1983; 
McGuire 1988). Samuel Robinson, the original surveyor and designer of the Greenwood 
Cemetery was also one of the original founding members of the cemetery. In 1885, nine 
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men came together in an effort to “wake” the people to the necessity for a “proper” place 
of burial (Robinson 1915).  
Rural Cemetery 
The type of cemetery discussed here, as seen in Figure 5, has been given many 
names including rural (McGuire 1988), Fairmont (Stott 2008), and garden (Carmack 
2002). For the purposes of this study, the term rural cemetery will be used. The park-like 
rural cemetery first was initiated by John Claudius Loudon in England in 1843 in a series 
of articles titled The Principles of Landscape-Gardening and of Landscape-Architecture 
applied to the Laying out of Public Cemeteries and the Improvements of Churchyards; 
including Observations on the Working and General Management of Cemeteries and 
Burial-Ground (Curl 1983). As did many Victorians, Loudon expressed new ideas of 
hygiene, religion, and civil service that reflected a shift in the social consciousness. The 
familial social unit shifted more strongly to the patriarchal. Authors like Horatio Alger 
inspired the possibility of social hierarchal fluidity while Charles Dickens inspired 
questions of the consequence of social hierarchy. Scientists like Charles Darwin inspired 
a reexamination of science and religion. Manifest Destiny enabled men to conquer the 
environment and create industry. Reflecting a patriarchal domination, many Americans 
felt it was time for man to reshape his landscape, and man created it in God’s image. 
Salvation was no longer just found in church. It was found in innocence and God’s 
beauty, and it took the form of an idealized natural setting (Curl 1983; Stott 2008). While 
none of the idealized settings actually occurred in nature, it took shape in the very 
controlled, culturally instructed landscape of the cemetery.  
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Figure 5: Rural style. This is an older section of Greenwood Cemetery. Notice the large live 
oaks, palms, palmettos, and azaleas amongst the large upright markers. Photographed at 
Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names for 
privacy. 
 
 Around this same time, Americans began to share the beliefs and values of 
England’s Victorian Era. Modeling Loudon’s designs, but taking it to an exceptional 
altitude, was the Mount Auburn Cemetery, built in the 1830’s outside Boston, 
Massachusetts (McGuire 1988). Like Robinson, critics felt this new style of cemeteries 
was significantly more hygienic than the burial grounds and community cemeteries of old 
(McGuire 1988; Robinson 1915). Where many Colonial American cities developed a 
community cemetery based around a church or shared characteristics (McGuire 1988), 
the jump from an unorganized burial ground, over the community burial ground, to a 
rural cemetery is typical of the pioneer towns (Stott 2008). It was not unusual for rural 
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communities and groups of differing cultural origins to pick up the New England 
practices several decades later, as they expressed a diffusion of ideas and influence from 
a culturally dominant group (Binford 1981; Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967; McGuire 1988; 
Stott 2008). The establishment of a park-like cemetery became in the 19th century frontier 
a sure sign of civility. Citizens who had a stake in land development, local business, and 
population expansion often took it upon themselves to bring culture and permanence to 
their area (Stott 2008). Cemeteries that mirrored Mt. Auburn became popular, and old 
burial grounds were often reinterred in the new cemetery, eclipsing contradictory 
mortuary practices (O’Neal 1932; Stott 2008). With the advent of an institutionalized 
system of disposal, came the end of the need for private burial grounds. A change of city 
laws, denying any burial in the city limits except in Greenwood, would ensure no 
competition (Orlando Codes 16.04). This was a crucial amendment in the external 
manifestation of internal cultural ideals bound in a sacred space (Miller 1987, Sorokin 
1957, Wandsnider 1996).  
The primary step in developing a cemetery such as this is in the picking of a 
location. Location of sacred spaces is indicative of social ideal formatives (Balée 2006; 
Kong 1999; Wandsnider 1996). Features of the rural cemetery included wide walkways 
for carriages, large shade trees, lush grass and bushes, and the incorporation of hills and 
water. Many cemeteries in this time were built near natural sources of water to facilitate 
irrigation (Stott 2008). Even in a humid environment such as found in Florida, because of 
the sandy soil, the design requires irrigation. Florida is known for many sources of water. 
The fact that the site selected for Greenwood Cemetery was next to a sinkhole full of 
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water, and next to the site of Orlando’s first irrigation, was surely a determining factor for 
Robinson when scouting for possible locations (Bacon 1975; Mormino 2005).  
Where placement of landscape signifies the level of reverence, rural cemeteries 
were located outside the city (Rakita 2008; Wandsnider 1996. The location is a material 
manifestation, visually reinforcing the change in cultural ideal in severance from the 
corrupted urban landscape and a return to salvation and innocence (McGuire 1988; Sloan 
1991; Stott 2008). The founders of Greenwood Cemetery picked twenty-six acres that 
were located southeast of the original center of town, south of the city’s old border, South 
Street (Fig. 6 and Fig. 7) (Bacon 1975; Robinson 1915). 
 
Figure 6: Panoramic view looking east of South St. Greenwood Cemetery would be 
established just over the horizon of this photograph. Although close to a lake, notice that 
the land is dry and void of many trees except for pines and non-native orange trees. 
(photograph by Stanley J. Morrow courtesy of Florida State Archives 
www.floridamemory.com [rc09702]) 
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Figure 7: 1924 Map of Orlando. Added by Victoria A K Lawrence are the original 
boundaries of the cemetery {red}, the original side of entrance {arrow}, the current 
boundaries of Greenwood Cemetery {green}, the boundaries of Greenwood Urban 
Wetlands {purple} and the original southern border of the city {blue}.  
(Orlando Chamber of Commerce 1924 courtesy of Orange County History Center) 
 
 Despite its natural appearance, the rural cemetery was a very organized sacred 
area that intentionally manifested a message (Miller 1987; Wandsnider 1996). The burial 
pattern of the old cemeteries followed time of death and ease of disposal. The landscapes 
displayed little modification and there was little delineation between classes. If there was 
a grouping, it was by membership to a group, such as a church or family. Those families 
that were buried together were buried in a straight line in order of death date (Dethlefsen 
and Deetz 1967; Stott 2008). The area that Greenwood Cemetery now occupies once 
belonged to John W. Anderson, a farmer (Bacon 1975; Robinson 1915). The area was 
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filled with rows of orange trees and the land had been modified for irrigation of those 
groves (Bacon 1975). The present landscape is a cultural production in that the curves in 
the boundaries, paths and hills that seem natural are accurately surveyed and constructed 
reinforcing new ideas of social hierarchy and the patriarchal social unit (Balée 2006; 
Kong 1999; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008). The segregation of classes and the reinforcement 
of the social system in the landscape design were thought of as a sure symbol of 
civilization (Kong 1999; Stott 2008).  
 When looking at the map of Mt. Auburn Cemetery, one can see an initial 
incorporation of these curves and hills in their design (Fig. 8). Years later, cemetery 
designs inspired by these socially dominant cities had more clearly defined segregated 
spaces that are evident in Greenwood Cemetery (Fig. 11). They often had circle shaped 
sections and flower petal type sections stemming from the circle, not unlike a “gothic 
chapel” window, reflecting the Victorian admiration of romantic ideas of medieval life 
(Curl 1983:141; McGuire 1988).  
 Often, the circles, surrounded by roadways, would have an inner circle (Fig. 9 and 
Fig. 10). The shapes would serve as a focus for the exclusive or visible location. The 
circling road would provide an easy view of those buried there (Stott 2008). Although the 
landscape design had an ideational purpose, the direct replication of the previous 
culture’s materialism gives them a sensational meaning that was understood by other 
Victorians of the time (Curl 1983; Miller 1987; Sorokin 1957). 
 Site structure of the burials will also illuminate the level of mortuary reverence 
(Rakita 2008). When looking at the map of Greenwood Cemetery (Fig. 11), keeping in 
mind that the original entrance was on the south side of the cemetery facing away from 
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the city, it is evident that the most expensive stones and markers were near the entrance. 
As is common in many cemeteries, the section with the highest elevation is the first to be 
 
Figure 8: Map of Mt. Auburn Cemetery, Massachusetts. Modified hue saturation by 
Victoria A K Lawrence to highlight roadway shape design. Established in 1831, it was 
America’s first “garden cemetery”, showing instructed natural design with circles and 
curved roads that highlight certain patrons.  
(©2011 Google, Map Data ©2011 Tele Atlas www.maps.google.com/maps) 
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Figure 9: Holy Sepulchre Cemetery, Pennsylvania. Modified hue saturation by Victoria A 
K Lawrence to highlight roadway shape design. Established in 1895, it shows similar 
design to Greenwood Cemetery  
(©2011 Google, Map Data ©2011 Tele Atlas www.maps.google.com/maps)  
 
  
 
Figure 10: The 1876 plan for Riverside Cemetery, Denver (Stott 2008:43) 
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established (Francaviglia 1971). At the apex of height in the cemetery, there is a large 
mausoleum. With the largest memorials pushing near the original entrance, a casual visitor 
hardly notices the ones “skirting the edges” of the cemetery (McGuire 1988:450).  
 As Francaviglia states, cemeteries are representations of society, and like the formational 
city, there are “good” and “bad” neighborhoods (Francaviglia 1971:506). On the north side of the 
hill, opposite the original entrance, and closer to the sinkhole now named Lake Chewning, the 
burials for non-whites were delineated in section T and K. Eastward, still on the North side were 
the plots reserved for the paupers. The inclusion of these sections is a stated external 
manifestation of the social shift in ideals to the Victorian’s egalitarianism. Their placement 
opposite the entrance is physical materialization of an undeclared hypocrisy emphasizing eternal 
class segregation (McGuire 1988; Stott 2008). 
 
 
Figure 11: Greenwood Cemetery Map. Established in 1890. 
(Courtesy of Greenwood Cemetery staff) 
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 Taking social hierarchy a step further, the designers developed plots within the 
individual sections that reinforced the patriarchal social unit. The Victorian era put 
emphasis on the domestic structure and put the father at the zenith of the familial entity 
(Fig. 12). These plots were intended for the whole family with a focus on the paternal. At 
establishment, Greenwood Cemetery family plots could hold 4, 6, 8, 10, or 12 full body 
burials. Emphasis was made to fill the plot with one family by not selling individual 
spaces at this time, but percentages of a whole plot. Often, artificial borders of the plots 
were created with stone, plantings, or in the case of a highly valued space, a road (Fig. 
13). These physical borders reinforced mental boundaries, ensuring offspring and spousal 
association with the surname (Curl 1983; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008).  
 
 
Figure 12: Family plot. In this patriarchal arrangement, the father’s last name is on the large 
stone in the back and the family is buried with smaller stones around it. Photographed at 
Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names 
for privacy. 
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 The thoughts and values that emerged with the Victorian era had direct influence 
on the location and initial design of Greenwood Cemetery. In their distaste for the 
Orlando citizens’ sporadic, uncivilized, and unhygienic nature of burial, the founders of 
Greenwood Cemetery developed grounds that showed their investment in the community. 
The location reflected their beliefs in a posthumous separation from the city and a need 
for facilitating the maintenance of the new design. The road layout reflected social beliefs 
of posthumous class and ethnic segregation. The plot design reinforced the patriarchal 
familial social unit. The openness to the community displayed the Victorian hypocritical 
Dickensian view of charitable egalitarianism. Talks of the Victorian inequities and 
materialism emerged before the turn of the century, but a shift in ideology was not visible 
until the 1920’s brought in a new manifestation of ideology and death relations. 
 
 
Figure 13: Plot Border. White marble with brass urn. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery 
by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names for privacy. 
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Lawn Cemeteries 
During the Edwardian Era and into the beginning of the Modern Britain period 
there was a transition in social ideology. At the same time that Americans were losing 
interest in war heroes and British royalty, the pedestal was now being placed under 
entertainment celebrities. Americans became alienated from death and more focused on 
living. Parlors in the home became ‘living rooms’ as funeral homes took control of 
mortuary customs (Foy 1992). The material consumption of the past was seen as 
distasteful when the large trees and monuments took on a new meaning and manifestation 
(Miller 1987). The Victorians’ close relations with death became more detestable as 
Americans became more alienated from mortality (Miller 1987; Mitford 1963). The hills 
and landscapes of the Victorian cemeteries became aberrant (McGuire 1988).  
Where Mount Auburn would typify the rural cemetery, Forest Lawn Memorial 
Park in Glendale, California, established in 1917, became the model for the new 
cemetery. Social ideas about hierarchy and religion did not change. Again, society 
emphasized the importance of salvation and equality, but now the materialization shifted. 
The founder, Dr. Hubert Eaton, designed a landscape that physically manifested this 
ideology. Contradicting the Victorian ‘rural’ cemetery, Glendale, the location of Forest 
Lawn is more urban (Caviness 1994; Loving 2006b).  
While intentionally established outside the society’s boundaries, typical of sacred 
spaces bounded by cultural features; Greenwood expanded in an asymmetrical centrifugal 
pattern north toward the center of the city (Francaviglia 1971:508). Additionally, there 
was a shift from circles and floral section designs to amorphic or rectangular sections 
(Fig. 15), as evidenced by the newer numbered sections, showing an evolution from 
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sensational manifestation in the landscape design to a more ideational one (Sorokin 1957; 
Wandsnider 1996). This change in desired landscape is seen in Greenwood Cemetery in 
the consistent elevation in the sections that date to this time. Roadways no longer 
incorporated the gothic cathedral. The land was flatter, and the landscape was spacious 
and bright (Fig. 14). Salvation was now found in sunshine and open air (Caviness 1994; 
Loving 2006b).  
Manifestations of social systems were redefined. Many lawn cemeteries dedicated 
themselves to one ethnicity and forbade the inclusion of others, thus being the 
materializations of developing social tensions in America (Curl 1983; McGuire 1988;  
 
Figure 14: Lawn style. Section 8 has fewer upright stones and trees, giving it an open 
appearance. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph 
modified to distort names for privacy. 
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Figure 15: Forest Lawn Memorial Park, Glendale California. Note the lack of geometric design. 
(©2011 Google, Map Data ©2011 Tele Atlas www.maps.google.com/maps) 
 
 
Miller 1987; Stott 2008). This change of separation was not exhibited in Greenwood as it 
continued to be open to all Orlando citizens and segregated until 1967 (Bacon 1975; 
Orlando Evening Star 1967). Sections T and K, dedicated to non-whites, began to 
resemble the newer sections as time progressed, blending seamlessly for those unfamiliar 
with the evolving landscape manifestations. T and K were never designed with hills or 
curves. These sections are very rectangular and flat, and the rows are cardinally linear.  
While the delineation between ethnicities was becoming more evident, the border 
around the family was disappearing. Families no longer lived together in the same place 
for generations, thus ending the need for a large family plot. What was once about man’s 
control of environment was now about human control of the environment. The cult of 
domesticity ended, and females gained more equality to the males. America’s 
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manifestation of feminine ideals began to evolve from the royal lady to a movie star, and 
Dr. Eaton would make celebrities out of his most notable residents (Waugh 1947). 
Without hills, the apex of attention no longer existed. The spot to be seen was front row 
center in line nearest to the road. The family plots that were bought no longer centered on 
the patriarch buried in the center, but on the parents together (McGuire; Stott 2008). 
Artificial borders no longer existed at the Forest Lawn Memorial Park and they were no 
longer a common sight at Greenwood Cemetery.  
The biggest impact on society and social relations displayed in the cemetery came 
with Eaton’s construction of a unique segregation that spread to several cemeteries, 
including Greenwood Cemetery. It was expected that children would be buried with their 
family and families would make plans for the future and inter their children where they 
planned the whole family to be in the future. Society in America, however, became 
increasingly mobile in the 20th century, and many families no longer could be assured of 
their final location of life. In response to this, Dr. Eaton produced the sections Babyland 
and Slumberland for infants and children. When looking at the Greenwood Cemetery 
map (Fig. 11) we can see three Babylands. Babyland 3 was the closest thing in this 
modern manifestation that would resemble the focused circles in the previous design 
(Fig. 16).  
Cemeteries provide an excellent example of why cultures have been described as 
cyclical (Balée 2006; Sorokin 1957). In an effort to return to nature, the Victorians chose 
a landscape design that used flowery designs and hills. This was followed by a different 
representation of the idealized untouched environment that utilized amorphic shaped 
sections and fewer non-indigenous plantings. Since the 1960s, there has been an  
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Figure 16: Baby Land 3. Initiated in Forest Lawn Memorial Park in California, there are three 
sections designated for children in Greenwood Cemetery of Orlando, Florida. Photographed at 
Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names for 
privacy. 
 
increasing value placed on preservation and restoration of the environment. The 
untouched environment is arguably nonexistent and as with the rural and lawn cemetery, 
manifests itself as to how society dictates what is natural (Balée 2006). The newest 
sections of the cemetery, Section 19 and Section 20 (Fig. 11) are more rectangular and 
flatter in elevation, similar to the later lawn cemeteries, but several of the older trees and 
the land’s shape along the lake were left alone. As newer sections were developed, 
Greenwood Cemetery received the Public Technologies Award for restoration of the 
wetlands adjoining their cemetery (Fig. 17) (www.greenwood-cemetery.net 2004). At 
what was once the intersection of the streets Ferncreek Avenue and Palmer Street, a  
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Figure 17: Greenwood Cemetery Urban Wetlands. This photocopy from the cemetery’s 
office states that the cemetery was the recipient of the 1990/1991 Public Technology 
Achievement Award. (Courtesy of Greenwood Cemetery staff, 2009) 
 
sinkhole opened that Eve Bacon mentions in her book. It can be seen in the map from 
1924 (Fig. 7) and the effect of that sinkhole being plugged during a rainy season is 
recorded in Figure 3 (Bacon 1975). The resulting pond was named Lake Chewning. It is 
visible on the map of Greenwood Cemetery (Fig. 11). Recent worries about leaching 
from cemeteries into the water supply have caused many cemeteries to change their 
drainage system (Dent, Forbes, and Stuart 2004). The city of Orlando has initiated efforts 
to improve water quality (Public Works 2010). Concerns about water leaching are 
evident in yellow floats in Lake Chewning.  
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 Landscaping proved to be an important artifact for apprehending an initial 
perception of society’s ideologies. The location chosen; its distance from the central 
living site; its relation to water; and even the direction it faced have all been significant in 
understanding the development of Greenwood Cemetery. The landscaping of Greenwood 
manifests the Victorian ideology of establishment, civilization, salvation, patriarchy, and 
segregated egalitarianism. The evolution into a lawn style cemetery revealed that the 
ideologies of the society have not changed, but their manifestation in the material culture 
have. Salvation and nature are still important, but they are created and expressed in a 
more ideational manifestation (Miller 1987; Sorokin 1957; Wandsnider 1996). The lawn 
cemetery style continued to be popular in American cemeteries as the society became 
increasingly alienated with death and mortuary customs. As years progressed, the 
landscaping became flatter and the sections more rectangular. In spite of the 20th Century 
alienation, a recent social trend has again led Americans to show interest in cemeteries. 
With that increased interest, the cemeteries showed another shift in landscaping (Barrett 
2010; Miller 1987; Mitford 1963). While continuing to stay flat, this recent trend 
manifests itself in markers and environmental relations which will be discussed in the 
next sections.  
Ecological Interactions 
In the previous section, materialization of social principles through location 
selection and landscape design were discussed. During the Victorian Era, Manifest 
Destiny enabled Americans to spread into the frontier. It was a common belief that it was 
man’s duty to conquer nature and rebuild it to his ideal environment. The location of 
Greenwood Cemetery was selected and shaped. The land was cleared of the indigenous 
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ecology, enabling it to be replaced with what this society felt best represented their ideal 
culture. The following section will discuss the progression of Greenwood Cemetery as a 
long-term location of culturally dependent human-mediated ecological disruption from 
1890 to 2010 (Balée 2006).  
 The cemetery did not record all of the initial plantings. Many rural cemeteries 
introduced similar plants not only for the plant’s beauty, but also because it represented 
social significance (Curl 1983). This included shorter grasses and laurel oaks, all of 
which are present at Greenwood Cemetery. The area the cemetery occupies once featured 
orange groves and indigenous plantings (Bacon 1975; Gore 1951). Since rural cemeteries 
shared similar designs, enabling cross cultural comparison, any old growth that fits the 
design that is not indigenous can be assumed to be part of the original plantings. 
Irrigation and maintenance intensive oaks and grasses symbolized civility (Curl 1983; 
Stott 2008). At this time, Greenwood Cemetery became a venue for the introduction of 
many human-mediated, non-indigenous, invasive species (Balée 2006). According to Eve 
Bacon, in 1896, the city of Orlando paid to have bamboo planted in the four corners of 
the cemetery. With an expansion of the cemetery later, the city planted forty camphor 
trees as well (Bacon 1975:203).  
As of 2011, a walk through the older sections of the cemetery reveals many plants 
non-indigenous to the area that were symbolic to the Victorians; including roses, 
magnolias, palms, azaleas, oranges, oaks, and camellias. Plants played a much larger role 
in 19th century society as a second language that was clearly understood (Seaton 1995). 
These plants were highly socially regarded, and in order to make room for them, any 
existing and indigenous plants had to be removed and destroyed. That act of landscape 
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modification was a manifestation of the reformation of the Florida frontier area into 
something civilized. 
 The chosen Victorian plantings that made up the cemetery were socially symbolic 
and served as material artifacts representing a commonly understood language (Curl 
1982; Seaton 1995; Stott 1992, 2008). For instance, roses signified love, oaks symbolized 
strength, and bamboo symbolized loyalty as well as strength (Seaton 1995). Any newly 
planted tree or flower needs much maintenance, care, and watering, especially if they are 
not indigenous. The inclusion of a staff that maintained these, and a manager that dictated 
the maintenance, was another step toward civilization (Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; 
Stott 2008). Although these plants served as an important form of communication, few of 
the middle and lower classes could afford such things for themselves, let alone for the 
departed. The Victorian cemetery was touted as a communal location where the social 
hierarchy was leveled and the cultural ideals were physically underscored universally 
(McGuire 1988; Miller 1987).  
Americans bequeathed control of their deceased to managers of cemeteries as 
they grew alienated with death (Miller 1987; Mitford 1963). The family could no longer 
make plant choices of their own. While lawn cemeteries were becoming popular, 
society’s preferred plantings became unified as to what the cemetery thought best. Where 
culture once dictated that the shade of large oaks and flowering plants spoke of beauty 
and preserved social standing, early 20th century Americans began to see these plants as 
dark and ominous (Caviness 1994; Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; Stout 2008). Cemeteries 
replaced labor intensive plantings with open sections made up of thin trees, such as long 
leaf pines. Few plantings were permitted (Caviness 1994; Francis 2003). Cemeteries 
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blurred where the familial social units could once be discerned by physical barriers of 
hedges, by building the new social expression of communal open lawns (Fig. 14 and Fig. 
18). This style of human-mediated ecological interaction represented the current 
ideological manifestation of egalitarianism and salvation.  
As the values of society again changed, the manifestation of society’s opinion of 
nature transformed again to an admiration of plants similar to the Victorian Era landscape 
design (Loving 2006a). Cemeteries that only allowed lawns during the turn of the 20th 
century planted trees and shrubbery. Some cemeteries emphasized plantings that had 
lived on their grounds long enough to become historic varieties, offering cuttings and 
photos to heirloom plant societies (Adams 2004; Barrett 2010; Smith and Pfeifer 
2006:58). Greenwood Cemetery mentions with admiration its established oaks and 40 
foot magnolias (Price 2004). In the newest sections of Greenwood Cemetery, 19 and 20, 
the Sexton has planted new trees and hedges. Although families are not allowed to plant 
anything, they are offered options to pick from, for which they can pay the city and the 
cemetery will plant them (Orlando Codes 16.24). The available plants are species that are 
viewed as environmentally safe, noninvasive species that require little human-mediated 
interaction to survive. Given the opportunity, previously planted invasive plants are 
removed.  
As with cemeteries of the Victorian era, present day cemeteries are touted as 
green-spaces where citizens can find nature and peace (Families, Parks, and Recreation 
2010; Loving 2006a). Unlike rural and lawn cemeteries, cemeteries now not only 
encourage a restoration of indigenous wildlife and landscapes, they publicize it (Fig. 19) 
(Loving 2006a). At Greenwood Cemetery, protection is given to eagles and foxes via  
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Figure 18: Eagle's Nest. American Bald Eagle present. Section, 8, is sparser than the 
section behind it. It was established during the height of lawn style cemeteries. 
Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2010. Photograph 
modified to distort names for privacy. 
 
barricades and stated rules, and the animal’s reproducing is praised (Fig. 18, Fig. 19, Fig. 
20, Fig. 21, and Fig. 37) (Schlueb 2009). 
Often the animals are given precedence over the patrons of the cemetery as can be 
seen by the fox den dug into a grave, under a marker (Fig. 20) or by state barricades that 
block visitation to graves (Fig. 37) (Orlando Codes 16.00). Society’s value of the 
innocent and redemption through nature continues, but its manifestation has shifted. 
Families can once again give their sentiment of the departed a physical manifestation. 
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Figure 19: Red fox kit at Greenwood Cemetery. (Photographed by Ricardo Ramirez 
Buxeda, 2009. Photo courtesy of the Orlando Sentinel (Schlueb 2009). 
 
With the shift came the implementation of more rules and control by the cemetery 
management, but the families can decide what best represents their feelings for the 
departed. In this section, the development of the human-mediated interaction with the 
indigenous flora and fauna that occurs in cemeteries from 1890 to 2010 was discussed 
and how it is manifested in the Greenwood Cemetery was examined. Cemetery flora 
selection has created a biologically diverse environment that has become dependent on a 
continued interaction by the creating society. The fluctuation in floral and faunal 
diversity over time is an artifact of culturally-mediated influence that can be analyzed 
(Balée 2006). An analysis of the semiology of plants and the evolving reification of them 
can reveal what social role the cemetery, and those buried there, serve (Miller 1987; 
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Seaton 1995; Stott 1992). The advocates of garden cemeteries thought of large oaks and 
blooming plants as a manifestation of ideas of love and eternal strength. Conversely, 
proponents of lawn cemeteries viewed them as morbid, and opened the lawn to sunshine. 
Recently, cemeteries are incorporating plants again as well as welcoming native fauna. 
Traversing from the original sections to the most recent sections a shift from large older 
trees, to open lawns, and then to new plantings is evident. In the following section, grave 
markers and iconography practices in Greenwood Cemetery will be shown as 
considerable material artifacts when understanding the local society. 
 
 
Figure 20: Fox den opening. Many like this are located throughout Greenwood Cemetery. The 
vines growing over the sand mound to the left indicates that some time has passed since this 
grave was first excavated. The fresh prints show that it is still used at the time of this photograph.  
Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2010. Photograph modified to 
distort names for privacy. 
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Grave Markers and Iconography  
Grave markers are probably the most gratifying artifact for researchers analyzing 
cemeteries (McGuire 1988). The years on the stone can date a site (Dethlefsen and Deetz 
1967). The size and style of marker reveal economic investment (Binford 1971). 
Iconography on the stone can convey the buried person’s religion (Stott 2008) and social 
organization (Murphy 2007). Fraternal organizations are not uncommon in cemeteries, 
and many local groups’ emblems can be seen on markers at Greenwood (Fig. 22) 
(Murphy 2007). 
 
Figure 21: Black vultures. This marker is made of white marble and features Christian 
iconography at the top. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. 
Photograph modified to distort names for privacy. 
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Figure 22: Masonic Marker. Note that the death date predates the opening of the 
cemetery. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. 
Photograph modified to distort names for privacy. 
 
The groups reveal social values and possible income levels, religion, and 
ethnicity, such as the Mosaic Templars, an African American only group for Christians 
that existed between 1918 and 1928 in Orlando (Murphy 2007). Society gives 
iconography meanings that commune to visitors (Miller 1987). These meanings reveal 
social ideals, standing, and feelings (Seaton 1995; Stott 2008). In this section, grave 
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markers and grave marker iconographic history as manifested at Greenwood Cemetery, 
will be briefly described.  
Many of the earliest markers in cemeteries reveal what was available to the 
people via their environment (Murphy 2007; Stott 2008). While many areas have a local 
variety of marker material to pick from, the utilized marker material at Greenwood 
Cemetery reveals history and social interaction due to the lack of marker material. At 
levels that were accessible to miners in the 1890s, Florida has neither igneous nor 
metamorphic stone (Tebeau 1971). Sedimentary stone is available in Florida, but is not 
common in the Central Florida area. Pioneers that chose to mark graves had to use what 
was readily available to them, and wood was a common choice (Murphy 2007; Stott 
2008).  
Walking through Greenwood, in Section A, open grass and a couple of wooden 
markers give evidence to the existence of the old burial grounds that were reinterred at 
Greenwood Cemetery (Fig. 23). Many early graves went unmarked, but the lack of 
memorials here gives greater testimony of the short life of wooden markers (Bacon 
1975). There are not any marks on the wood, indicating that either the carved or painted 
letters have faded. It was not unusual for a professional painter to paint the markers white 
and then paint the names and dates over that (Stott 2008). The shapes of the markers are a 
common design called “headboard”. This shape and the white paint with black lettering 
were so popular that the federal government used it as the model for all military markers 
(Fig. 24) (National Cemetery Association 2006). In many pioneer towns, blacksmiths 
would be utilized to make iron markers, which are also present at Greenwood Cemetery. 
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Figure 23: Wooden Marker. One of the last at Greenwood Cemetery. Photographed at 
Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2010. 
 
Technological change and an increase in income available for grave marking after 
the turn of the 20th century is evident. Trains in this area assisted long distance trade and 
enabled transport of stones. Pneumatic drills facilitated the carving of granite, a stone 
growing in popularity during this time. It was now possible to make portrait medallions 
that would give a likeness to the deceased (Stott 2008). Portraits, although rare, are 
present on tombstones at Greenwood Cemetery. Styles that were popular for Victorians 
appeared in greater number. Zinc (Fig. 32), rock-face (Fig. 4), and artificial stone are 
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present, but most date to after their height in popularity in New England, presenting a 
diffusion of style from a culturally dominant group (Deetz and Dethlefsen 1965). It was 
common for a preferred style to be modeled, and many pioneer towns modeled their 
markers after ones they saw in the New England cemeteries (McGuire 1988; Stott 2008).  
The markers of the Victorian Era often used iconography that was understood by 
cemetery visitors. Many stones of this period incorporated lambs for children, modeled 
after the idea of children’s innocence, Jesus’ flock, and the Jewish Passover, revealing 
social ideology of this area and a developing multiethnic culture (Mormino 2005; Stott 
2008). Rock-face, as mentioned earlier, was the attempt to return to a more natural state. 
This is also common with the Woodmen of America stones that resembled a tree stump s 
can be seen in Greenwood as well. Many stones of this period began to incorporate  
 
Figure 24: Military Workers. Inspired by wooden markers but now made out of white marble. 
Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified 
to distort names for privacy. 
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flowers and animals in their design. A socially understood language then, many people 
continued to use these symbols without knowing their meaning. For instance, mourning 
doves and cut buds were meant for children (Fig. 25) (Seaton 1995; Stott 2008). Often 
these doves are misinterpreted as being doves of peace and are now put on adult markers 
(Keister 2003). Patron saints’ icons were used during this period not only for Catholics, 
but for what the icon represented. For instance, a flying cow could represent someone 
with a preference for St. Luke or a professional painter (Keister 2003). Two hands 
grasping, as if shaking in a greeting, were common for Mormons until the 1920s (Fig. 31) 
(Stott 2008).  
 
Figure 25: Child’s marker. Made of white marble. Dates to 1895. Features the symbols of 
a fallen mourning dove with a broken wing and a crucifix made of logs cut short. 
Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2010. Photograph 
modified to distort names for privacy. 
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Replacing the natural body with an effigy served as the idea of the person’s place 
in society. The stone serves as a means of preserving the social body. The funeral itself 
serves as a ritualized ceremony that assists the transfer of emotional ties from the 
deceased body to the new anthropomorphic body (Rakita 2008; Walter 1999).  
The Victorian esteem for tall, slender monuments lends itself to the anthropomorphic 
visualization (Fig. 26). The cult of the domestic that rose during this period would create 
boundaries around the family in stone (Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008). Around 
the 1890s it became increasingly popular to have family monuments. A single large stone 
was erected with the family’s surname, with stones that became smaller in relation to 
family member’s place in the social order.  
Children, being the smallest in body and social scale, can often be recognized 
because their stones are usually relative to their body size (Fig. 26 and Fig. 27). Babies 
had the very smallest; usually less than a foot in width. Toddlers had larger stones and 
adolescents had larger still. Many times these stones will be the most elaborate, because 
carvers felt that they could be more creative with children’s markers with less stone 
(McGuire 1988; Stott 2008). Often, these units, two or three generations together, were 
surrounded in a flush to the ground marble or granite border. The vertical style lends 
itself to an anthropomorphic postmortem portrait of the Victorian family, showing social 
and power relations. 
Economic levels were often manifested in the inter alia of markers (Binford 
1971). African Americans who could not afford stone markers often chose concrete 
molded markers instead (Fig. 28 and Fig. 29). Some of the symbols, iconography, and 
styles that were common in white Victorian cemeteries would be found in African  
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Figure 27: Baby’s obelisk. The shorter obelisk belongs to the daughter of the woman of 
the taller obelisk. Both obelisks are made of white marble. Photographed at Greenwood 
Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names for 
privacy. 
 
Figure 26: Victorian effigies. These Grecian revival markers are made of granite and 
feature Victorian feminine iconography of flowers and ribbon. Although part of the same 
family, some members have much larger stones, such as the father on the left, than the 
children in the forefront right. Note the border that surrounds the family. Photographed 
by Victoria A K Lawrence 2009. Photograph modified to distort names for privacy 
. 
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American cemeteries as well. However, distinct cultural background was manifested in 
the marker style. For example, in an effort to recreate African beliefs of oceanic 
connection to the afterlife, many African Americans not only left seashells and glass near 
a grave, they would mix these objects into the concrete marker mix (Fig. 30). Another 
option that African Americans used was painting their markers to be reflective like water 
(Hoots 2009). This can be seen at many cemeteries in the south, including Greenwood 
Cemetery.  
 Many of the symbols went out of style during the lawn cemetery phase with 
increased alienation of society with mortality (Miller 1987; Mitford 1961). They were 
interpreted as extravagant and depressing (Francis 2003; McGuire 1988). As time passed, 
flatter and plainer markers became common. In many cemeteries, markers were level 
with the ground, facilitating lawn care. These flat markers were a manifestation of the 
culture’s alienation with death and the passing of responsibilities with the mortuary ritual 
to the management of the cemetery (Mitford 1963). At this point, the cemetery enacted 
rules requiring marker materials to be of a certain type and size, disabling certain 
manifestations of culture or economic ability (Orlando Codes 16.03). Expensive markers 
and mausoleums that can be seen on the older south side of Greenwood Cemetery were 
not seen in the lawn sections. The hypocritical equality of the Victorian Era was rejected 
during this time, and society idealized the 18th century cultures. Proving that culture is 
cyclical in marker design as well as landscape, requirements of a truer materialization of 
egalitarianism took hold (Balée 2006; McGuire 1988; Sorokin 1957). At the height of this  
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Figure 28: Poured concrete marker and border. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by 
Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names for privacy. 
 
 
 
Figure 29: Glass and concrete marker. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A 
K Lawrence 2009. 
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style, many markers became indiscernible from each other or from the surface of the 
landscape as can be seen in Section 8 of the Greenwood Cemetery (Fig. 14 and Fig. 19). 
 A change in the familial social unit took place during this transition from the 
Victorian to the modern period. What was once patriarchal centered was now focused on 
the combination of the parents. Spouse markers became popular, taking the 
commandments shape (two joined “headboard” shaped markers) (Fig. 30), the horseshoe 
shape, and the side by side block, all seen at Greenwood Cemetery. With the increased 
mobility of families and the advent of Babyland, fewer children were buried in large 
family plots waiting for their family (Caviness 1994; Loving 2006b). That, with the new 
rules in the lawn sections, baby style markers were no longer be seen outside of their 
designated section.  
 The newest sections of Greenwood Cemetery, Section 19 and Section 20, show 
the socially preferred style of grave markers to be cyclical again. Technological 
improvements and an increase in mass production made it possible to use markers as a 
manifestation of the ideals of the individual (McGuire 1988). A renewed interest in 
nature was seen in trees and landscapes carved on markers. Not only were flowers and 
religious iconography present again (Fig. 30), but personal interests and hobbies were 
seen on markers, such as interests in hunting and sports. Portraits were popular again.  
 As Orlando was no longer a pioneer town, there was not a compulsory unification 
or mimicking of the dominant social group. Unlike any previous periods, stones showed a 
wide array of languages manifesting a variety of cultures in the area, including Spanish, 
French, and Vietnamese (Mormino 2005). Permitted individuality created an expression  
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Figure 30: Spouse marker. Made of red granite with Christian iconography, cut rosebuds, 
and fraternal organization symbols. Photographed in Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A 
K Lawrence 2010. Photograph modified to distort names for privacy. 
 
 
Figure 31: Cast iron markers. Iconography includes the shaking hands and the cut rose 
bud indicating a Mormon’s life cut short. Photographed in Greenwood Cemetery by 
Victoria A K Lawrence 2009. Photograph modified to distort names for privacy. 
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of social inequities again, but with variety came a manifestation of increased trade with 
other groups. Granite markers appeared in a variety of colors and grain that indicate their 
global geologic origin (Granitland 2010). This culmination of ideology manifestation 
resulted in a new style of cemetery that was reminiscent of the rural cemetery.  
 Grave markers are a popular choice of study for those researchers interested in 
understanding the society that manufactured these icons (Binford 1971; Deetz and  
 
Figure 32: Zinc marker. Although rare in many cemeteries, Greenwood has almost a 
dozen zinc markers exemplifying its uniqueness as a cemetery. Although fabricated in the 
1880s before the opening of Greenwood cemetery, this marker is still clearly legible, 
despite weathering and transportation from its previous burial ground. Unlike many 
markers, this one is exceptionally explicative regarding life information. Photographed in 
Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort 
names for privacy.  
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 Dethlefsen 1965; Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967; Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; Murphy 
2007; Stott 2008). Names and dates easily lend themselves to dating the surrounding 
society. Religious icons and fraternal symbols give one a view of the deceased and 
surrounding society’s moral and ideologies. Size and style can give testament to the 
expendable income. Color, cut, and style can display trade, diffusion of social influence, 
and technology. Where cemetery rules and styles enable expression, grave mementos can 
provide an alternate view. In the following section, grave mementos at Greenwood, and 
their meaning will be briefly described.  
Grave Mementos 
 The mementos left on graves are often private, and only understood by the visitor 
and the deceased. Many times, however, there is commonality manifested amongst 
mementos that enables the researcher to understand the meaning. In Terry Jordan’s article 
Texas Graveyard’s: A Cultural Legacy, he states that familiarity with cemeteries resulted 
in a simple identification of landscape formational groups based simply on mementos left 
on graves. Before entering the cemetery, the author found that he could distinguish 
Mexican from German cemeteries by the type and quantity of flowers chosen (Jordan 
1982). Phyllis Hoots states that grave mementos left by African American’s often include 
sea shells and reflective objects that resemble water, recalling the ocean (Hoots 2009). In 
this section, grave mementos left on the grave, and how they are seen at Greenwood 
Cemetery, will be briefly discussed.  
 Flowers on stone share the same meaning as flowers incarnate. They convey 
mourning and loss. During the time of the rural cemetery, each flower had its own 
meaning. Bouquets of a single type of flower were common, emphasizing the meaning of  
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Figure 33: Vietnamese temple. Unlike most makers at Greenwood Cemetery, visitors here 
often leave incense burning. The messages on the opposite wall are written in Vietnamese. 
Photographed in Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2010. Names blurred for 
privacy. 
 
the single flower (Seaton 1995). Where a single red rose may say love, several said 
adoration. Flowers were of such importance during this era, that it was not unusual for 
people to rent flowers for the funeral (Seaton 1995, Stott 1992). Stones left on markers 
can indicate the visitor of the deceased was of the Jewish faith, an ancient ritual for 
protecting the dead turned to symbol of a caring visit (Falker 2003; Louchheim 2008; 
Stott 2008). Many cultures leave food for the deceased. Type of food and even placement 
can indicate religion. For example, packaged food on top of the marker is often seen at 
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the Romani graves at Greenwood Cemetery. Plates of food can be seen at the base of 
markers with Asian calligraphy and incense sticks (Fig. 33). Sometimes, early in the 
morning, people of a differing group will leave unprepared chicken at the center of their 
family’s grave. 
 Children’s graves are often cluttered with toys (Fig. 16 and Fig. 34). In many 
cemeteries, it is not unusual to find balloons and banners celebrating a child’s birthday 
when traveling through any of the three Babylands at Greenwood Cemetery (Jordan 
1982). The recent idea that children can have their own space is a testament to the 
veneration of children. The vast number of goods placed at their graves is evidence to 
their value in our society (Weisman 1989). The continued reification of children’s graves 
through holiday and birthday decoration exemplifies their lasting social value.  
 Recent funerals are marked by numerous flowers in bouquet bunches around the 
grave. Continued bereavement can be seen in the form of balloons, fencing, toys, and 
piled mementos. This is especially evident in the children’s sections, where many toys 
and flowers indicate ongoing suffering. Mementos do not last long. Food can be taken by 
animals, incense extinguished, old stuffed animals thrown away, and flowers stolen 
(Louchheim 2008; Orlando Codes 16.24; Pabst 2008). Either by maintenance, thievery, 
or animal intervention, what is left behind as a memento is fleeting. Grave mementos can 
be more indicative of the surrounding society and surviving family than of those buried, 
but they are a valuable artifact when understanding social ideologies. Due to their 
momentary presence, they are difficult to study. Cemetery rules in regard to grave 
mementos have been increasing in number over the years in an effort to safeguard against 
injury and to maintain a socially determined look to the cemetery (Falker 2003). In the 
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following section, the development of cemetery rules and their social meaning will be 
examined as a tool for dating and understanding the culture that approved of them. 
 
Figure 34: Grave toys. Many people leave toys for children on graves. This grave features 
synthetic flowers, dolls, and toy cars for a stillborn boy. The marker also features Christian 
iconography; prayer hands, angel, and a crucifix with open bible and rosary. The epitaph 
written in Spanish by the mother and father explains the boy’s birth. Photographed at 
Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2009. Names blurred for privacy. 
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Cemetery Rules 
The use of non-archaeological material, such as records, supplements the study of 
any culture (Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967). A list of rules is the recorded manifestation of 
power relations between the individual and the community. They give the ideal a 
legitimized reality that is tangible as well as visual (Fig. 35) (McGuire 1988). In the 
article Culture rules: The foundations of the rules of law and other norms of governance, 
the authors state that governance is created by the society, and the rules enforced by the 
governance are a creation of social relations (Licht et al. 2007). For the article the authors 
quantifiably analyzed rules from six major cultural groups from forty-eight countries. 
They were able to accurately compare social and power relations cross culturally through 
a culture’s practice and design of rules. In the same way, Miller proposed that in an effort 
to understand a society, an analysis of their social ideology, as manifested in their rules, 
can give us a view of their social relations (Miller 1987). The continuously shifting 
negotiation between groups on how to practice mortuary rights is directly represented in 
developing cemetery rules (Falker 2003). A comparison of their rules to the rules of 
similar groups can reveal a diffusion of similar ideals. The comparison over time reveals 
the development of their society and their origins.  
Early cemeteries were the property of small, homogenous groups, with shared 
ideals and mores (McGuire 1988). In these socially embedded groups, values were 
understood as natural and were often taken for granted, creating a “rule of law norm” 
(Licht et al. 2007:664). Many of these groups were small in population and shared a 
common religion or focus. Any rule violation was enforced by the surrounding 
community, and the authority to enforce these rules “came from above” (Licht et al.  
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Figure 35: Sign collage. There are many signs at Greenwood that elucidate the city’s rules. 
Photograph taken at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. 
 
2007:663). Being that the system was understood, and that enforcement came from the 
surrounding community, there was little need to record the rules. Previous to the ruling of 
burial location, there were no laws regarding burial location and style (Orlando Codes 
16.04). The implementation of laws is often seen as an initial act of civilization (Stott 
2008). An increase in population makes it difficult for the community to manage social 
norms. An influx of differing cultures with variant mortuary customs and mores creates 
tensions that make a necessary unification via a codified system enforceable by an entity 
legitimized by the community (Licht et al. 2007). The mix of cultures and the complex 
maintenance of the rural cemetery created the need for the first cemetery bureaucracy in 
the late 19th century (Francis 2003; McGuire 1988). With the turn of the 20th century and 
the shift towards the lawn cemetery style, social ideals and mores regarding cemetery 
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behavior and mortuary practices shifted (Stott 2008). To force the entire group to shift, 
the cemetery bureaucracy was granted more power and more rules were implemented. 
Rule violations were no longer punishable by the society as a whole, but by a separate 
social entity, namely the courts.  
 The first laws of many cemeteries were implemented to provide the cemetery 
bureaucracy legitimacy to enforce landscape maintenance and plantings (Francis 2003). 
The initial rules in pioneer cemeteries, however, referenced cemetery behavior. In 
Fairmont Cemetery of Denver Colorado, eight of the ten first rules restricted cemetery 
conduct (Stott 2008:283). This can be construed that the rules were implemented to 
control a group that was commonly seen as lawless. During this time, however, the 
Victorian idea of a public death shifted to the modern exclusive mortuary practices (Stott 
2008).  
Rules for Greenwood Cemetery are hard to compare in that copies of older rules 
are not actively kept on hand. Initial rules recorded in Bacon and Gore’s books mention 
the implementation of the law requiring all burials to be in Greenwood (Bacon 1975; 
Gore 1951). Bacon’s book goes on to mention laws implemented regarding records and 
gate keys (Bacon 1975:228). A copy of Greenwood Cemetery rules from 1969 was 
found, making a comparison of 1969 and present rules possible. The first page of the 
1969 rules paralleled the idea that many cultures justify rules as a safeguard in stating 
that the cemetery’s rules were designed to protect the citizenry as well as the cemetery 
(Licht et al. 2007). Reminiscent of a culture that followed a code of understood morality 
and not record, it stated that the rules were designed for the “hallowed ground,” or sacred 
space, from their “heart” and with “trust” (City of Orlando 1969). There have been some 
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changes to the rules between 1969 and present. The rules now are online and are more 
codified, with each rule preceded by their section number and ending with their ordinance 
number.  
Numerous societies, as they became increasingly complex, enacted rules that 
recognize the existence of corruption and forbid it (Licht et al 2007). The current 
Greenwood Cemetery rules forbid the employees to take money or gifts in exchange for 
services from anyone (Orlando Codes 16.07). Like the Fairmont Cemetery in Denver, the 
older cemetery regulations have many rules on cemetery decorum, while the present 
Greenwood Cemetery regulations have fewer, indicating a local cross cultural agreement 
of the current ideal mortuary relations. Both sets of rules show many ties to a patriarchal 
Christian society in that both sets of rules allow for the burial of two bodies in one space 
if they are a baby and the mother with no mention of time in between deaths. 
The current and the 1969 copies both mention that the manager is responsible for 
overseeing the “workmen” (City of Orlando 1969:1; Orlando Codes 16.05). The 1969 
copy though, refers to the property owner and the manager throughout the booklet as a 
male. Both copies disallow burials on the Christian holidays of “Easter” and “Christmas”, 
but do not mention any other religious holidays. They also mention acts of “God” as a 
disclaimer of responsibility over plots (City of Orlando 1969:2; Orlando Codes 16.06). 
The current rules show some severance in that they now allow burials on Sundays. Both 
copies regulate marker material, but interestingly, the 1969 copy states that only bronze 
made up of “88% copper, 10% tin, 2% zinc” is permissible (Fig. 36).  
Perhaps a tie to the lawless days, the 1969 copy specifically states that firearms 
are not allowed in the cemetery, which it is not mentioned in the current copy (City of 
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Orlando 1962:11). The current copy does forbid commercial photography and filming in 
the cemetery, which it is not mentioned in the 1969 rules (Orlando Codes 16.30). The 
present cemetery rules also forbid any decorations that could be harmful to any plant or 
animal life and require that plantings be of a manager-approved type that are viewed as 
noninvasive (Orlando Codes 16.24). An analysis of Greenwood Cemetery rules shows a 
culture that is accepting of Christian ideology and male dominance; however, a 
comparison of the two copies shows a shift away from this in the present allowance of 
Sunday burials and the gender neutral reference of the manager. A shift in the local 
ecological ideologies is evident in the cemetery as well as in the rules (Fig. 37). As 
compared to the older copies, the new set of regulations determines allowed plantings and 
decorations based on environmental impact. The new rule on commercial filming and  
 
Figure 36: Bronze flat marker. A common sight in cemeteries since the opening of Forest Lawn 
Memorial Park. Many have vases that are removable to facilitate lawn maintenance. This marker 
has military rank and a Christian icon on it. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A 
K Lawrence 2011. Names blurred for privacy. 
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Figure 37: State wildlife protection sign. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A K 
Lawrence 2010. 
 
photography indicates a shift in culture enabled by the wide availability of a new 
technology. Overall, cemetery regulations, like all rules, are indicative of the culture that 
creates and enforces them (Licht et al 2007). A comparison of rules from different groups 
and times enables a comparison of societies and mirrors a shift in social values. 
Summary 
Greenwood Cemetery was established during the Victorian era. This is evident 
when looking at the cemetery from the side of the original entrance on the south. The 
southern entrance emphasizes a separation from the urban area of the community. 
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Winding roads resemble the floral gothic windows of medieval churches. Large oaks and 
flowering plants speak in a dead language of love and social permanence. Mausoleums 
and markers fight for attention of the living. All of this distracts the visitor from the other 
ethnicities and paupers buried over the hill. While progressing northward, the hills flatten 
and the roads begin to straighten. Dark trees give way to open sections with flatter 
markers that enable easy maintenance. With time the stones grow close in style and in 
space, manifesting mass production and increased land value. In the new sections; a 
reemergence of tall markers and trees displayed American’s renewed interest in burial 
customs, but their, obvious spacing and similarities show a continuing increase in 
bureaucratic dominance in mortuary ritual. Grave mementos and language variety on 
markers manifest established cultures that are no longer obligated to amalgamate to 
facilitate settlement. The establishment of cemetery rules expresses the relinquishment of 
control by the society to a bureaucracy and their continued development directly relates 
to the evolving society’s ideologies and technologies. Because Greenwood Cemetery 
never went through a complete overhaul, the cemetery serves as a physical time line 
manifesting cultural ideologies, running from the original south entrance to the north side 
of the cemetery.  
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Chapter Four: Gleaning History from Sales Records 
 In the previous chapter, cemeteries are presented as a historical source and a 
material artifact with several methods of interpretation and precedence. All methods of 
inferring a group’s history and culture are equally valid at Greenwood Cemetery; 
however, all inferences are subject to scrutiny. While the founders and caretakers of a 
cemetery might have intended to reproduce a social ideology with a manifestation, that 
manifestation may not accurately present social reality, but instead a social mythology. In 
William L. Rathje’s chapter Forever Separate Realities in the book Expanding 
Archaeology, the incongruity between the formational social ideology and the resulting 
material artifact is offered as a source for misinterpreting the material artifact 
(Rathje1995). The intentionally reproduced social idealisms and behavioral realities are 
related but will be continuously distinct (Rathje 1995:43). A steadfast interpretation of a 
local society is easily dissected if it is based on the physical manifestation of ideals that 
are represented in the materials presently available at Greenwood Cemetery.  
 Even an examination of the government of the social group is difficult when the 
city does not actively keep records of the old rules and make them public. If it were not 
for luck, the copies compared here would not be possible. Yet if all the information is 
available to a researcher, all of this could easily be misunderstood if the group’s societal 
origin is misread. Binford states that the improper paradigm lends itself to the 
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misunderstanding of a group's actions (Binford 1981:200). Miller said that social 
differences not only create different manifestations, but also differing interpretations 
(Miller 1987:107). This is clear in the studies of Greenwood Cemetery, when Orlando is 
compared to cemeteries typical of the Victorian era of northeastern United States or when 
no culture comparison is made at all (Murphy 2007; Stockton 2001; Wardlaw 2009). 
While these studies are valid, the conclusions can be criticized. If a proper cross culture 
analytical method is to be attained, a method of analysis that is free of insubstantialities is 
needed (Kong 1999; Wandsnider 1996).  
 In Dethlefsen and Deetz’s article Eighteenth Century Cemeteries: A Demographic 
View, the authors state that public records regarding mortality will provide more 
information than the cemetery alone (Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967:42). Carmack states that 
records not only supplement but can substitute when cemeteries are jeopardized 
(Carmack 2002). In his book, In Small Things Forgotten, Deetz restates that records 
provide a control in the study of cemeteries (Deetz 1996). In an effort to find material to 
use to analyze the people of the cemetery, it was found that many records, such as the 
markers, plantings and grave mementos mentioned earlier, have disappeared with the 
passage of time. The publication years of city directories vary as extremely as the 
information that is available in them from year to year. Economic census data was not 
collected until 1980 (United States Bureau of the Census 2010). The Sexton’s record 
books, while available to the public, are missing many years and sections. Sales contracts 
are limited in their availability to the public in that those include private financial 
information, and only go back a few decades. It was found that the actual purchase 
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Figure 38: Blank sales card. (Courtesy of the City of Orlando.) 
 
and ownership of the grave spaces have been kept on record since 1890 on sales cards. 
These cards are open to the public under the Florida State Sunshine Law, which states “It 
is the policy of this state that all state, county, and municipal records are open for 
personal inspection and copying by any person” (Florida §119.01). 
 As seen in Figure 38, the blank sales card, there is much information available to 
the public. These cards are not limited to what is required in the blanks. The cards are 
filed by the city by block, section, lot, and then space. While ownership of grave spaces 
may change, this record is consistent in placement. A card is often filed by itself, but if 
the information that is related to that spot is too voluminous, it is attached to the card. 
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Examples of more extensive information include change of ownership or numerous 
interments. Records of sales predating the advent of the cards are attached to the current 
record, giving access to historic records as well.  
 On the top left, the owner of the grave space and his or her billing address is 
listed. The location of the plot and the space within that plot are listed in the top. 
Recording which part of the plot was purchased, such as “east 1/4” or “north 1/8”, was 
the old method. Now plots are organized into standard spaces before sales occur. The 
bottom right of the form provides space for a map to indicate where in the plot each 
interment is located. The top right lists the agreement number and date, giving the 
location of the signed contract of sales if one exists. An agreement to pay can be made 
without payment, but a burial cannot be permitted till the intended space is paid for 
(Greenwood 2009; Orlando § 16.11). The spaces yet to be used in the plot can be paid for 
over a period of time, if not upfront. Upon completion of payment, a deed is issued 
stating that the agreement has been fulfilled. At any time, unused spaces can be sold back 
for a full refund and a deed modified to one that only takes account of used spaces. The 
deed number would be recorded next to “deed” and the date of received payment next to 
that followed by the cost of the plot. This “cost” can indicate type of space purchased, but 
it can also be indicated in the “container” space as well as “remarks”. Those interments of 
the plot are listed in chronological order of interment, not necessarily by date of death. 
For example, many spaces are purchased years after the initial death in the family. That is 
especially common with cremations, but it can occur with reinterments.  
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 There is a space for a funeral home if one was used, but it is not necessary to use 
funeral homes, so this space is occasionally left blank. In the case of old plots, it can be 
difficult to locate which space in the plot a person occupies, so the “space” part may be 
left blank as well. The following area of notation is used to note what kind of marker is in 
place if there is any, and who provided it. For example, the second to last blank may say 
“stone” followed by a company’s name. 
Method 
While much of this information is interesting and potentially useful to other 
analyses, for this study only a few pieces of information were required from the cards: 
agreement date, date of first interment or usage, type of space purchased, price paid, 
number of spaces purchased, number used as of date of assessment, and space location. 
To better understand the data and the material, a simple list of terms as defined by 
Greenwood Cemetery is provided (Greenwood 2009; Orlando §16.00): 
 Marker: an indicator of the person buried there. It can be a brass plaque, a metal post, 
or a tombstone. The grave does not have a ‘marker’ unless it meets the city’s 
defined terms. 
 Block: A large section of the cemetery. Originally determined by Samuel Robinson, 
they are now determined by the city surveyors. The oldest blocks are alpha 
named but now are numeric and are in no particular order or size. 
 Interment: those buried or the actual event of burying. 
 Reinterment: the reburying of an interment. 
 Section: sometimes a subsection of a block, sometimes independent of a block.  
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 Lots: sections and blocks are numerically divided down into lots. 
 Plots: the sublevel of lots. Often, they are owned by one family. When the cemetery 
first opened, customers bought a plot or a part of a plot (i.e. ¼ NW Corner). 
The changing social unit is visible in that plots were once divided into as many 
spaces as necessary to fit family in, to 12, 10, 8, 4, and now plots are usually 
made up of two spaces. 
 Spaces: the sublevel of plots. There are two types of spaces: cremation spaces that 
cost $750, or a full body space, that costs $1500 as of 2010. Cremation 
spaces are half the size of a full body space and allow two cremations in that 
one space. In the early years of the cemetery, plots were often subdivided 
into however many spaces were necessary for a family, within reason. For 
instance, the cemetery could sell a four space plot. Then they would have 
permitted several children to be buried with a family that would up the 
number of a plot to six spaces. In most cases, it was as it is mandated now: 
one full body per one full body space. They do allow two cremations with 
every full body, or six cremations in place of a full body in a full body space. 
The City of Orlando’s municipal cemetery, Greenwood, extends over 
approximately 100 acres. The cemetery is subdivided into sections designed and named 
by city surveyors since its incorporation in 1892 (Bacon 1975:188). Due to that practice, 
the names of the sections are not always synchronic. Some units and sections are much 
larger than others. Knowing that going into all of the sales cards with the intention of 
collecting 10 percent of the total population would possibly leave unexamined a whole 
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unit of population, it was decided to collect 10 percent of each section or block via a 
random number generator with the selected numbers based on the known total of spaces 
owned in each section. Additionally, not all of the sections were considered during the 
recording of information. Since some of the sections, as described in Chapter Three, are 
dedicated to special groups such as Babyland, not all of the sections were sampled. Those 
that were not included are Babyland 1, Babyland 2, Babyland 3, the veterans’ sections, 
the pauper cemetery, and the Sunland Hospital section. The reasons are that the deaths of 
children are not preplanned and those buried in the pauper’s and patient’s sections do not 
own the spaces, so price and agreement date are impossible to analyze. As veterans did 
not privately own the spaces, price paid and agreement date could not be analyzed either. 
Although these groups are important and worthy of analysis, they are beyond the scope of 
this study.  
Data Analysis 
Of the subdivisions of Greenwood Cemetery, forty-six were sampled: sections 1, 
2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10; replat 12; sections 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 20; units A, B, C, D, E, F, 
G, H, I, J, K, L, M, N, O, P, S, T, U, V, W; and units 7 and 8. When sampled, the 
following data were recorded: date of purchase; date of death; location of the space; 
section of the cemetery in which the space was located; type of space; number of spaces 
purchased when the spaces were purchased; time of recording; and, the number being 
used. At the conclusion of the sampling, 2,514 spaces with attendant data were recorded 
verbatim to the sales records. To facilitate computation, spaces with missing data were 
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disregarded. Spaces lying within sections identified by an alphabetic letter were recorded 
in a numerical fashion; for example, A became 101.  
It is hypothesized that sales records are a material artifact of formational social 
agents and that it is evident in that the sales and the types of sales of spaces were 
influenced by shifting socioeconomic trends. Anne Chaker states that fluctuating 
economies will alter cemetery sales, so it is postulated that the Great Depression of 1929 
might have influenced the number of spaces sold at Greenwood Cemetery (Chaker 2009; 
Rampell 2009). Another example of an effect on the types of spaces sold could be the 
decline of religious doctrine (CANA 2005; Chaker 2009). To find a relationship between 
known events and the data, the information collected from Greenwood Cemetery was 
analyzed through an SPSS program in an effort to answer five questions. The first 
question looks at the year the space was purchased compared to when it was used. The 
second question looks at percentage of total purchase usage and whether that has changed 
over time. The third question asks if there has always been a standardized price and if it 
has increased over time. The fourth question analyzes space type preference throughout 
Greenwood’s time and whether it has significantly changed. The fifth and final question 
analyzes the city’s replotting and reinterments to see whether they might affect 
interpretation of spatial usage. It is desired that Orlando’s shifting mortuary values over 
time will be expressed in the answers to these questions. It is also hoped that the answers 
to these questions will show the potential use of cemetery sales records as a supplemental 
tool in analyzing societies. 
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Question 1: Did early citizens preplan for death more than present citizens? 
Americans had a greater understanding of their own mortality during the years 
from the Colonial Era through the Victorian Era (Caviness 1994; McGuire 1988; Mitford 
1963; Stott 2008). At one time death was a daily part of life, but as time progressed 
through the Edwardian Era to the Modern Era, society became increasingly alienated 
from mortality (Miller 1987; Mitford 1961). Initial inspection of the sales record data 
from Greenwood Cemetery supports this assertion. While an overwhelming number of 
the older spaces were unused for several years, many recent purchasers used their spaces 
in the same year they were purchased. This would indicate that, in years past, Orlando 
citizens would acknowledge the eventuality of death and preplan for it. As time passed 
and cultural values shifted, death became a surprise and spaces were purchased as 
needed. To test for a relationship, the dates of the agreements for purchasing a space 
dates were compared to the difference in years between the agreement and the initial use.  
To do this, the data were compiled by agreement and date of initial use. Any 
purchaser missing a date of purchase or a date of initial use because of missing data or 
lack of use was discarded. This resulted in a total population of 1,781 space owners not 
being compared. While the discarded population is important, and the lack of use is 
relevant, it was impossible to compare those records with missing data. The difference 
between the agreement date and the date of initial use was determined. This resulting 
number was then compared to the agreement date. To illustrate the results, a bar chart 
was chosen showing the opening agreement date to the most recent as of 2010 (X) 
compared to years difference between agreement and initial use (Y) (Fig. 39). While the 
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horizontal clustering of lines indicates a greater number of space purchases, the vertical 
line indicates the length in years.  
In Figure 40, there appears to be three distinct periods of time. From 1883 to 
1920, there is a large amount of clustering. While many of the vertical lines of difference 
in years are short, there are many that range from 30 to 80 years before initial use with 
the fewest number in approximately 10 years before initial use especially between 1883 
and 1910. Between 1921 and 1959, there is less clustering of the vertical lines. In 1950, it 
appears that the number of purchases increase again until the present date, 2010. 
Between1880 and 1920, Orlando was being established as a pioneer town, having been   
 
Figure 39: Agreement Date Compared to Years until Initial Use. n= 1,781. 
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incorporated as a city in 1885. The city swelled with settlers during the Citrus Boom of 
1880 -1895. It continued to grow as a city with the influx of soldiers and military bases 
for the Spanish American War of 1898 and World War I (Bacon 1975; Gannon 1996; 
Gore 1951). At the same time these pioneers were dependent on the nature around them, 
the Victorian Era was fostering a relationship of reverence for mortuary customs. Death 
was not only recognized and planning for it was appreciated (McGuire 1988; Mitford 
1961; Stott 2008). As seen in Figure 39, the socioeconomic trends that are typical of 
pioneers and of the Victorian Era would culminate visibly as a cluster on the left of the X 
axis. 
Following this, during the period from 1920 to 1950, there is a lack of clustering. 
While the length in vertical lines indicate a great many years between agreement date and 
initial use, the lack of bars indicate fewer purchases. This correlates with the history as 
presented in Chapter Two. As opposed to the founding years of the city, the 1920s of 
Orlando were ones of economic downturn. Before the Great Depression of 1929, Orlando 
and Florida were already suffering from the Boom Collapse of 1926 and the effects of the 
great Miami Hurricane and Okeechobee Hurricane of 1928. While many land developers 
had money, bank closings were widespread and many Orlando citizens lost their homes. 
While a few could afford to preplan significantly into the future, most of the citizens were 
more concerned with being able to feed themselves or their families (Gannon 1996). As 
stated in Chapter Four, at this same time, Americans were moving from the Victorian 
veneration for mortuary customs to a modern and less morbid style. This is reflected in 
their cemetery design (Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008; Waugh 1947). 
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Alienation with death continued to grow, and it appears in the Figure 39 bar chart, during 
the years of 1920-1950 that there were fewer purchases (Miller 1987; Mitford 1963). 
 Following 1950, there is a distinct increase in purchases, which corresponds with 
the increase in population and expanding economy that followed World War II. Around 
1960, there is a sharp drop in the difference in years between agreement date and initial 
use. This shows a drop in preplanning. The city of Orlando suffered because of Hurricane 
Donna in 1960 which caused flooding and local economic damage (Bacon 1977; Gannon 
1996). This could account for a lack of preplanning in that there may have been an 
unplanned increase in mortality rates during that short time. In the years 1964-1984, there 
is an increase in purchases as well as in the difference between initial purchase and initial 
use, indicating an increase in preplanning for death. This preplanning could be explained 
by the Space Boom of 1950-1965 and the opening of the Orlando International Airport of 
1962 which continued to expand through 1970. In 1971, the opening of Walt Disney 
World created a large socioeconomic shift and led to a large influx of various cultures 
and people (Gannon 1996; Mormino 2005). This conflicts with the theories of continued 
cultural alienation with death as mentioned in the literature.  
Towards the end of the bar chart there is a reduction in the number of purchases 
as well as a lessened difference in years between purchase and initial use. That might be 
due to the national-wide recession from 1980 to 1982 and the closure of McCoy Air 
Force Base in 1975 (Gannon 1996; Mormino 2005). While there is a return to a Victorian 
style of veneration for cemeteries and their manifestation of mortality in iconography and 
landscape design, few of those who were admiring the Victorian styles were making 
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purchases (Francis 2003; Seaton 1995; Stott 2008). By examining Figure 39, it is evident 
that there was a continued drop in purchases and preplanning. In addition, the continued 
reduction might be attributed to the continued recession of 2010. As of 2009, the negative 
impact on space sales at many cemeteries, including Greenwood Cemetery of Orlando, 
has been blamed on the economy (Chaker 2009). Alternatively, the reduction in space 
sales may also represent a change in social customs and ideals regarding mortuary 
disposal and social reproduction of cultural ideals via cemeteries (CANA 2005; Chaker 
2009; Loving 2006b).  
 Although there are two periods of increased preplanning, it appears that at the 
turn of the century, Orlando residents preplanned more as compared to those who 
purchase spaces now. To test if there was a significant difference in the amount of 
preplanning in this latter group as compared to the turn of the century group, a Student’s 
T-test was conducted. To facilitate the comparison, the timeline of purchases from the 
sampled population was divided into three groups based on the clustering of increased 
years of difference: Group 1: 1883 to 1910; Group 2: 1910 to 1960; and Group 3: 1960 to 
2010. Because of the apparent drop off in sales, Group 2: 1910 to 1960 was not 
compared. 
From the Student’s T-test (Table 3) we can conclude that there is a significant 
difference between Group 1 and Group 3 (t= 7.175, df= 871, p<.001). Group 1 
preplanned significantly more than Group 3. In Group 1, the mean number of years 
between initial purchase and first use of the spaces, is 8.66 years. In Group 3, there is a 
lessened mean number of years of 2.91. From both of these analyses, we can conclude  
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Table 3: Student’s T-test for Question 1 
Group Statistics 
  N Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean 
Group 1 113 8.66 14.000 1.317 
3 760 2.91 6.610 .240 
Independent Samples Test 
 Levene's Test for Equality of 
Variances 
t-test for Equality of 
Means 
F Sig. T df 
Year 
Difference 
Equal variances 
assumed 
126.288 .000 7.175 871 
 
 
that in spite of the hypothesis that over time, increased alienation caused people to 
preplan less, Group 3 preplanned more than Group 2: 1910 to 1960. Neither Group 2 or 
Group 3, did as much preplanning as citizens did in Group 1: 1890 to 1910. Again, Group 
2 might have been influenced by the Boom Collapse and the three mentioned hurricanes 
as well as the Great Depression. Although there is a decline in preplanning in Group 3 as 
compared to Group 1, its increase from Group 2 conflicts with the idea of continued 
alienation. It can be inferred that local cultural socioeconomic trends can have a greater 
impact on manifestation than that of national trends. 
Question 2: Do people use a greater percentage of their purchased spaces now? 
As stated in the first question, society’s closeness and reverence for death during 
the Victorian Era was manifested in familiarity with mortuary landscapes and 
iconography (Francis 2003; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008). With the high mortality rates in 
pioneer towns during the Victorian Era, preplanning for an entire family’s end was 
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inevitable. As noted earlier in Chapter Two and Chapter Three, there is little 
standardization in rules and plot arrangements during this time. In contrast, with the 
increased alienation from death, there is an increase in standardization of the mortuary 
system (City of Orlando 1969; Fackler 2003; Miller 1987; Mitford 1963). During initial 
data gathering, it seemed that during the turn into the 20th Century, there were many 
families that bought many plots in preparation for the internment of a whole family. That 
purchase was sometimes four or more spaces. In many cases, only two or four spaces 
were used.  
For this question, it was hypothesized that lack of standardized death preparation 
would result in many heirs not having knowledge of bequeathed spaces, thus leaving 
many spaces purchased several years ago being unused today. Using the same sampled 
group as in question 1, the total population is 1781. With identical parameters for group 
division as before, the population was divided into three groups: Group 1: 1833 to 1910, 
Group 2: 1910 to 1960, and Group 3: 1960 to 2010. When comparing the total number of 
spaces purchased by each owner in the sampled population against the total number of 
spaces used, we find that there is a greater percentage of use of purchased grave spaces 
by the newest group, Group 3. Group 1, the eldest group, used approximately 75%. 
Group 2 used approximately 83% and Group 3 used approximately 85%.  
An ANOVA was conducted to see if there was a significant difference in the increase in 
use of the percentage of total number of purchased grave spaces by the three groups. The 
ANOVA showed that there is a significant difference between all three groups (F=5.947, 
df= 2, p=.003). A Post-hoc test was conducted to see by what significance Group 3 used  
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Table 4: Post-hoc test for Question 2 
Post-hoc Tests 
Multiple Comparisons 
Use percent Scheffe 
(I) YearCode2 (J) YearCode2 
Sig. 
Group 
1 2 .101 
3 .007 
2 1 .101 
3 .098 
3 1 .007 
2 .098 
*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level. 
 
 
more than Group 1(Table 4). The test revealed that Group 3 used more total spaces than 
Group 1 (p= .007). The Post-hoc test also shows that the difference between Group 2 and 
Group 1 is .101. Additionally, the difference in percentage of total grave spaces used by 
Group 2 proved to be insignificantly different than that of Group 3 at .098. 
Quintessentially, only Group 1, the oldest group, and Group 3, the youngest group, are 
significantly different from each other, indicating a steady change in the percent of grave 
spaces used over time. 
Since the Victorian Era, death rituals have been increasingly handled by funeral 
companies and decreasingly handled privately by families (Mitford 1963). The steady 
increase in percentage of use may be tied to this handoff of responsibilities resulting in 
heirs being appropriately notified of their bequeathed properties. Although, with the 
increase in population of 234,406 people in Orlando from the time of Group 1: 1833 to 
1910 to the time of Group 3: 1960 to 2010, one might think that finding the heirs would 
be more difficult (United States Bureau of the Census 2010). Coupled with a more 
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mobile society, it might be thought improbable that such a significant increase in 
percentage used is due to a standardization of mortuary rituals (Carmack 2002).  
The results of the first test conducted for the first question, exemplified in the bar 
chart (Fig. 39), indicate that fewer purchases were made during the time of Group 3 as 
compared to the time of Group 1. This, combined with the fewer years in difference 
between the agreement date for purchase of grave spaces and the initial use, demonstrates 
less preplanning by Greenwood patrons now as compared to turn of the century 
Greenwood patrons. If there are fewer patrons of the cemetery, one might assume that 
fewer overall spaces being purchased would be a reasonable outcome.  
Although it has been stated that a culture’s tendency to be cyclical in social ideals 
is apparent in America’s renewed reverence for Victorian style cemeteries, it appears that 
it is not being manifested in cemetery space purchases (Adams 2004; Balée 2006; Francis 
2003; Loving 2006b; Stott 2008). It is likely that the shift in percentage used is 
attributable to an amalgamation of alienation with death, increased mobility of familial 
units, decreased family size, as well as another manifestation of changing social ideals 
about mortuary customs and disposal (CANA 2005). A possible result of fewer space 
purchases may be a decline in the expansion of this bounded sacred space as time 
progresses and population increases, causing future misinterpretations of population size 
and mortality rates if the cemetery is the only material artifact used (Wandsnider 1996). 
Questions 1 and 2 exemplify the importance of using documents in addition to other 
sources of data when attempting to understand the social formations of material artifacts 
(Deetz and Dethlefsen 1965; Miller 1987; Rathje 1995). 
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Question 3: Did the price of spaces vary with the date? 
Since its incorporation in 1885, the City of Orlando has gone through extremes in 
economic conditions. At the time of the cemetery’s establishment, the city was going 
through an economic boom (Gannon 2006). Simultaneously, the Victorian Era was 
facilitating veneration for death. That was manifested in cemeteries and epitaph 
iconography (McGuire 1988, Stott 2008). With the conclusion of this era came the end 
for these mortuary reverences. The Edwardian Era transmuted to the Modern Period with 
lawn cemeteries and flat markers (Caviness 1994; Loving 2006b; Stott 2008). During this 
alienation from death and reformation of iconographic semiology, Orlando experienced 
an economic down turn that also affected the whole of the United States (Gannon 2006; 
Mitford 1963). As was stated in the first question, while a few citizens in Orlando were 
economically sound, many in the city could not afford to keep their homes. After World 
War II, the economy as well as the population in Orlando would continuously grow until 
the 1980s. At that time, the population began to grow exponentially even as military base 
closures and national economic problems adversely affected the city (Gannon 2006; 
Mormino 2005; Rampell 2009; United States Bureau of the Census 2010). 
By law, all spaces must be paid in full for a contract of sale to be fulfilled, but it 
was found in the research for this thesis that the City of Orlando does not keep a record of 
pricing before 1994 (Orlando Codes 16.01). Before 1994, the prices of spaces were 
determined by the Sexton. On the sales cards it was written how much the owner paid in 
total, but the space purchased could have been for one space or twelve. While perusing 
the available information, there seemed to be recurring amounts when the purchases 
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occurred in a similar time period. For example, someone who purchased four spaces in 
1906 paid $18 while someone who purchased eight in 1908 paid $32. When the total 
amount paid was divided by the number of spaces purchased, $4.50 occurred repeatedly 
on sales cards which dated approximately to this period. A division of the total amount 
paid by the number of grave spaces purchased resulted in similar amounts occurring in 
several purchases dated near each other. It is possible there could have been a standard 
pricing system for grave spaces. If there was a standard price, it could have fluctuated 
with the socioeconomic trends before settling at the current $1,500 for a fully body space.  
For the second question, in an attempt to see if there is a relationship between the 
price paid for each space and the date at which it was purchased, the agreement date for 
purchase was compared against the price per space. To illustrate the results, a scatterplot 
was chosen (Fig. 40). If there is a wild scattering, it would appear that prices of the 
spaces were based on the whims of the Sexton as implied by the City of Orlando. If there 
is a relationship between date and pricing, it would appear that even if there was not a 
written, recommended price, there was an understood pricing system. 
When the data are processed and the scatterplot is analyzed, there is some scatter, 
but there is a clear positive relationship between price paid per space and agreement date, 
with a steady increase from approximately 1920. The regression line (R2 =.582) shows 
that approximately 60% of the variation is accounted for from these two variables, 
demonstrating an important relationship between prices for space paid by agreement date. 
This plot indicates that this was a system in place, even if it was never published. Given 
the knowledge of this strong relationship, if the agreement date is known, the price per  
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Figure 40: Agreement Date of Purchase and Price per space compared 
 
 
space could be estimated and multiplied by the number buried in the plot.  
It is interesting to note that there is some fluctuation in price. Refunds, gratuities 
given to city employees, or as stated earlier, the whims of the Sexton could be affecting 
this fluctuation. Nevertheless, the strong relationship shows a marked increase in grave 
space prices around 1920. Contemporaneously, while some members of the community 
were prospering, most of the citizens were suffering through economic hardship (Gannon 
1996). The increase in price occurring during the economic down turn, conjoined with 
the change in social ideologies could correspond with the distinct decrease in purchases 
between 1920 and 1950 shown in the bar chart for Question 1. The substantial increase in 
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price possibly contributed to both the developing alienation from death and to the 
changing attitudes regarding disposal. 
Question 4: Do the common types of spaces purchased change over time?  
As stated in the examination of previous questions, socioeconomic trends seem to 
materialize in the shifting manifestations of mortuary ideologies. When the economy is 
prospering and society is willing, grave space purchases increase. When the economy 
collapses, grave prices rise, and society moves away from palpable mortuary expressions, 
sales decline. As noted in Question 1, there is an increase in sales between 1950 to 2010, 
which could be explained with a better economy or with a higher population in the city. 
During the initial research, it appeared that many of the recently purchased spaces were 
obtained with the intention of being used for a cremation. Although cremation has been a 
choice of funeral rites for at least 20,000 years, many social groups and religions have 
prohibitions against cremations (Bowler 1970; CANA 2005; Chaker 2009). At the behest 
of Sir Henry Thompson, Queen Victoria’s surgeon, cremations were legitimized with the 
formation of the Cremation Society of Great Britain in 1874, a predecessor to the 
Cremation Association of North America. By 1900, however, only 673 persons, or less 
than 1%, were cremated in all of the United Kingdom. To facilitate transport of war dead 
during World War I, cremations would grow in numbers (White 1999). After 1970, the 
number or cremations would grow increase dramatically with, as of 2005, as many as 
70% of British, 35% of Americans and 50% of Floridians being cremated (CANA 2005; 
Loving 2006b; White 1999).  
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The hypothesis at the initial observation, that more cremations are being done 
recently, is correct. It is further hypothesized that the difference in the number of 
cremation spaces sold is significantly different. To test this, the sampled population was 
compiled according to agreement date and space type. As a full body could never occupy 
a cremation space, space type, as opposed to interment type was analyzed in an effort to 
see evolving use and expansion of this bounded sacred space as well as to better 
comprehend shifting formational social ideals. To clarify, knowing that a patron is buying 
a cremation space means that they understand they will never have a full body burial and 
they are not afraid of social ramifications. To find space type, if not clearly labeled, it can 
be discerned by “interment type” as well as total paid. To illustrate that point, a card not 
labeled “space type” or “interment type” can be recognized from the $750 paid, the price 
of a cremation space. In addition, location can be indicative as Section 12 was surveyed 
for full body spaces only. If the card shows $3,000 paid, three cremations, located in a 
non-indicative area, it is too difficult to discern and the sample was discarded from the 
analyzed population. After those records were discarded, there was a population of 1,968 
individuals to analyze, or approximately 78% of the sampled population of 2,514. To 
illuminate the results, a boxplot was chosen (Fig. 41). To find if the difference in choice 
is significant, a Student’s T-test was conducted. The Student’s T-test (t=-10.910, 
df=2376, p<.001) indicates a significant difference over time. 
Of the 1,968 patrons analyzed, the majority chose a full body burial. Of the 1,208 
that chose this, 50% occur between 1880 and 1945, 25% occurring between 1930 and 
1945. Between 1975 and 2010, 302 full body space purchases, or 25% were conducted 
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over the 35 year period resulting in about 8.6 full body burial space purchases each year. 
The period previous to this, 1945 to 1975, a thirty year period, had about 10 full body 
space purchases each year. Before that period, between 1925 and 1945, there were 
approximately 15 full body space purchases a year. Clearly, through time, there is a 
decrease in the purchase of fully body spaces, despite the increase in sales after 1950 
(Fig. 41). This increase is clarified by the arrival of cremations to Greenwood Cemetery. 
The first cremation space purchase occurred at Greenwood Cemetery between 1890 and 
1900 with one cremation burial. As can be seen in Figure 42, around 1925 cremation 
spaces began to be a popular choice, with about 760 purchases of cremation spaces 
occurring between 1925 and 2010, or about 8.9 a year. The majority of cremation space 
purchases rise as the full body space purchases taper off with 75% occurring after 1970, 
which correlates to the previously stated exponential growth (CANA 2005; Loving 
2006b). While the median in full body spaces was in the year 1945, the median in 
cremation spaces occurs around the year 1995, leaving 50%, or 380 cremation space 
purchases, to occur over the next 15 years. Between 2005 and 2010 alone, over 190 
cremation spaces were purchased at Greenwood Cemetery resulting in about 38 a year. 
This is an evident increase from the 7.6 a year from 1970 to 1995, and 19 a year between 
1995 and 2005. It appears that Greenwood is similarly increasing in cremation sales since 
1970 and will probably continue to do so.  
While full body spaces account for about 61% of purchases, cremations account 
for about 39%. If comparing full bodies since 1925 when cremations first became  
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Figure 41: Agreement Date of Purchase compared to Type of Space Purchased. 
Total n=1968, full Body Burial n=1208, Cremation n=760. 
 
popular, full body spaces account for 54% and cremation spaces account for 45%. When 
the data were analyzed with an ANOVA, it was with the intent of seeing if there was a 
significant difference between cremation space purchases and full body space purchases. 
According to the ANOVA, there is a significant difference between types of spaces 
purchased over time (F=243.391, df= 1966, p<.001). Perhaps Orlando’s growing 
population, with an influx of differing cultures having diverse social ideologies, has an 
influence on space type selection. While a shifting in social ideology is evident, an 
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abating religiosity is not the only explanation. CANA states that there are many factors 
they take into consideration when projecting cremation preference figures, including 
economics (CANA 2005; White 1999).  
As seen in Question 3, Greenwood Cemetery grave space prices continue to rise 
at a steady rate in spite of economic highs and lows. While a full body space cost $1,500, 
a cremation costs $750 and allows for two interments. Although the full body space 
allows for two cremations with the full body, the fact that a cremated body cost only 
hundreds of dollars to prepare and a full body preparation will cost thousands of dollars is 
also an inhibitor. Additionally, it is significant that a burial of a cremation cost half of the 
$850 it costs for a full body interment (CANA 2005; Greenwood Cemetery 2009). While 
a cyclical reverence for Victorian Era cemeteries is occurring, mortuary veneration seems 
to not apply to the recently departed. When death was a part of everyday life, it was not 
unusual to spend a considerable amount on the departed. Simultaneously to the 
developing estrangement people had with mortuary duties, funeral homes’ prices 
noticeably rose (Mitford 1963). Where social mores once dictated that families spend a 
significant amount on mortuary preparation, the increased amount required seems an 
impediment in corporeal decisions. Together with environmental concerns, shifting social 
ideals and a relaxed religiosity, the evidence seems to culminate in a new manifestation 
of an old material artifact.  
Question 5: Are secondary modifications of the cemetery over time 
significant enough to affect interpretation of the growth and development of the 
cemetery? 
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Due to secondary modifications of the site structure and artifact assemblages, 
accurate interpretation of bounded sacred space development might be difficult (Balée 
2006; Wandsnider 1996). The location and boundaries of the sacred space manifest social 
ideologies and levels of reverence. Artifacts that are grouped within that site are 
interpreted to be related in the formational society either socially or temporally (Weisman 
1989). Following that assumption, burials that are grouped together are often interpreted 
as either being within the same level in the social hierarchy, or having occurred close in 
time. Those interpretations are not valid at Greenwood Cemetery where groupings that 
were once determined by social status or time, such as Section A which was the oldest 
section of the cemetery and would have the oldest burials, or that Section K was for non-
white patrons, are no longer recognized. While the burial patterns at Greenwood 
Cemetery are useful when analyzing socioeconomic and developing behaviors, secondary 
modifications, such as replotting can affect the interpretation of the patterns.  
To illustrate; initially the cemetery was located outside the boundary of the city, 
with the entrance facing south, away from the city. As the city expanded outward, 
eventually absorbing the cemetery within itself, the cemetery expanded northward back 
into the city, by as much as 30 acres in 1911 alone (Bacon 1975). Eventually the main 
entrance was moved to the west side to face toward city hall (Bacon 1975). While the 
location was blatantly Victorian in its effort to return to a natural and wild setting, this 
message is now not as evident. Where large clusters of bamboo, camphor and oaks were 
once planted, storms and secondary ecological modifications have created open areas 
(Bacon 1975; Balée 2006; Price 2004). For example, a large old oak tree could easily 
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take up the size of a plot, or about four to eight spaces. During the hurricanes of 2004, 
many of these large old oaks fell, enabling the creation of several new graves in an older 
section (Price 2004). At the same time, the standard dimensions of grave spaces has 
decreased, from 5 feet by 10 feet spaces to 3 feet by 9 feet.  
Additionally, exhumations created new spaces in older sections and reinterments 
laid older burials in new sections. Often this is due to families that have grown more 
numerous than their original plot size purchase and still want to be together. In some 
cases, the family that is exhuming the deceased person has moved within the localities of 
another cemetery and the living relatives want their deceased relations near them. 
Because of this, older sections of the cemetery that would understandably be made up of 
older graves are intermixed with the recently deceased. Many historians use group 
associations as a chronological indicator for unknown burials. Where Deetz states that 
proper and precise dating is imperative, the terminus post quem that is a marker is 
compromised (Deetz 1996). A miscalculation of chronological indicators could possibly 
compromise the interpretation of landscape expansion and group associations 
(Wandsnider 1985; Weisman 1989). 
For Question 5, it was hypothesized that the reinterments and replotting of old 
sections, such as seen in Figure 42, occurs at such a significant rate that it could adversely 
influence interpretation of land usage. To facilitate computation, the data nomenclature 
needed to be adapted. The identifiers “section” and “unit” were discarded. While 
“Section 1” simply became “1”, sections that were designated with a letter were 
converted to a number, so “Section A” became “101”, “Section B” became “102”. 
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Modification of the second variable, the year in which death of the space occupant 
occurred, was not necessary. The spectrum of mortality dates of the section’s occupants 
were compared against each of the other section’s spectrum of mortality dates. To do this, 
an ANOVA was conducted in order to find the level of significance in difference between 
sections (F=123.469, df=40, p<.001).  
In the post-hoc tests, it was found that there were some cemetery sections that 
could not be distinguished based on date of death. For instance, a newer section of the 
cemetery, “Section 20” could be mistakenly dated to the same time period as that of 
“Section 12”. There were many sections, nonetheless, that are significantly different and 
are distinguishable from each other when based on death dates. For example, “Section 
 
Figure 42: Mix of interment dates. In this section there are some of the original burials of the 
cemetery, in the background left, as well as recent burials in the foreground right. 
Photographed at Greenwood by Victoria A K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort 
names for privacy. 
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20” is clearly dissimilar to “Section A.” The date ranges of those buried in those two 
sections is significantly different that these two sections could not be considered to be 
established and used during the same time. “Section A” (“100”), however, could be 
misinterpreted to date approximately in time with “Section W” (“120”). When looking at 
the map of Greenwood Cemetery, it is seen that “Section 20” is right across a roadway 
from “Section 12” (Fig.11). Likewise, “Section A” is near “Section W”. While these 
sections are proximal in location, they are also close in date of establishment and 
utilization.  
When using grave markers as terminus post quem, it appears that there could be 
some initial misinterpretations on temporal sacred space expansion. A preliminary survey 
of the cemetery based on the dates on physically present markers might lead a researcher 
to inaccurately determine the establishment of a section. Even a newly dated marker 
amongst graves that once had wooden markers that have deteriorated might cause an 
inaccurate interpretation of surrounding unmarked burials. Likewise, an older grave that 
has been replotted in a newer section with an old marker might cause a historian to 
inaccurately date that section’s beginnings to much earlier than when it was actually 
established. Regardless of the replottings and reinterments, the post-hoc tests showed that 
if dates of death are known for every occupant in each section, and then computed, the 
resulting misinterpretation is minimal. Where one time of establishment for a section 
could possibly be indistinguishable from a neighboring section of a similar age, it is 
distinguishable from a section that is several years different in date of establishment. Nor 
could a section be misinterpreted to be of similar date of establishment as that of a non-
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adjacent section. Overall, initial area of sacred space establishment as well as the 
evolving boundaries is discernable. This is based on the fact that dates of all occupants 
are known. Because of missing and unintelligible markers, knowing all dates is 
impossible without invasive archaeological analyses or readily available accurate records 
that enable proper and precise dating.  
Summary 
Cemeteries are a prominent material artifact often used by researchers attempting 
to better understand the formational social agents of a society. Because Greenwood 
Cemetery of Orlando is open to all hierarchal levels of the formational society, it 
provides a possibly unbiased view of the people. Reserved to the citizens of Orlando, it 
only manifests the socioeconomic trends of this particular group. For cemeteries of 
discontinued use, invasive archaeological methods are allowed, but where a cemetery is 
continuing to be used, non-invasive methods are required (Conyers 2006; Ellwood 1990; 
Ellwood et al. 1994; Florida § 872.05; Wardlaw 2009). Although fewer in number 
compared to invasive methods, there are non-invasive methods available to researchers of 
cemeteries. Methods previously used at Greenwood Cemetery include semiotic and 
iconographic analyses of epitaphs as well as ground penetrating radar (Murphy 2007; 
Wardlaw 2009). Frailties in these methods could have compromised the resulting data 
and interpretation. To better understand the whole of the formational society, it was 
decided to look past the preserved and chosen reproductions of manifested ideals. To find 
the socioeconomic trends as represented in an unbiased manner, a different source was 
needed and a new method utilized. It was decided that an analyses of cemetery sales 
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records would serve to illuminate the behavioral realities that formulated Greenwood 
Cemetery (Dethlefsen and Deetz 1967; Rakita 2008; Rathje 1995). 
Due to the preservation requirements and the Florida Sunshine Law, sales records 
are available from the City of Orlando to anyone wanting to analyze them (Florida 
§119.01). The records provide many data elements, but for this study the collected 
information includes: death date; agreement of purchase date; price paid; type of space; 
section in the cemetery in which the space was located; number of grave spaces 
purchased; and, number being used. This study only focused on sections that are active 
and that could be preplanned for, leaving out veterans, baby, and hospital sections. While 
the sampling method left out many of the cemetery’s residents and owners, it examined 
forty-six sampled subdivisions, including: sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10; replat 12; 
sections 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 20; units A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I, J, K, L, M, N, O, P, S, T, 
U, V, W; and units 7 and 8. At the conclusion of sampling, 2,514 grave spaces and 
attendant data were amassed. The information was recorded via a spreadsheet program 
and analyzed using the SPSS package. Raw data from the collection is available in 
Appendix A. 
As evidence that sales records are a relevant archaeological material, it is 
hypothesized that (1) the number of sales and (2) the types of sales of spaces were 
influenced by cultural events. To test this, the data was analyzed asking five questions.  
The first question, a comparison of the year the plot was purchased to when it was used 
was intended to resolve the hypothesis that socioeconomic trends would manifest 
themselves via number of spaces purchased and how long people preplanned for their 
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eventuality. It was found that the economy as well as social ideals could have affected 
sales with a distinct drop-off before The Great Depression that also occurred 
simultaneously to the Edwardian Era. As alienation with mortality occurred, there were 
fewer numbers of years between agreement of purchase date and initial use.  
The second question of percentage of total spaces used was anticipated to answer 
the hypothesis that as time progressed, people would have used more of their purchased 
spaces. It was found that indeed the patrons did use a greater percentage of spaces 
purchased. It was postulated that instead of transfer of responsibilities being handed to 
professional funeral homes being the reason, it was that patrons purchased fewer spaces. 
This is a greater manifestation of shifting ideas of mortuary preparation for a large 
familial unit rather than of alienation with death, where people will only plan for their 
own and possibly their spouse’s death and not for the whole family.  
Question Three, looking at the prices per space correlating with date, was 
intended to resolve the hypothesis that there would have been standardization in price per 
space. In fact, it was found that there was a strong relationship with the line of regression, 
enabling estimations within 60% accuracy. These analyses also showed that in spite of 
local socioeconomic downturns, the price per space rose steadily. It was postulated that 
this, coupled with the alienation of mortuary customs, resulted in a fewer number of sales 
as seen in the first question.  
Question Four looked at the shifting choice in interment type from full body to 
cremation. It was postulated that Greenwood Cemetery would have a significantly 
increasing number of cremation space sales due to a change in social ideologies. Much as 
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in Deetz’s New England cemetery seriation bar charts, a box plot showed that in 1925, 
cremations started to become an increasing choice for interment type with it being 
comparable to choice of the full body spaces (Deetz 1996). An ANOVA showed that the 
choices were significantly different. It was postulated that due to the steady increase in 
price per space despite economic downturns, as seen in question three, as well as a 
continued shift in social ideologies, an even greater increase in cremation spaces being 
chosen over full body burial spaces would result. The price difference for a cremation 
preparation and interment was offered as a reason for the recent increase in sales in 
addition to social alienation and the economic hardship.  
In regard to site structure study, Question Five looked at the possibility of 
replotting and reinterments interfering with data analyses. It was postulated that 
replotting and reinterments have occurred at such a rate, misreading of the establishment 
of sections and overall expansion rate of the cemetery could occur. The ANOVA showed 
that most cemetery sections are distinguishable when based on death dates, with only 
those of similar location and date of establishment possibly being misinterpreted. The 
ANOVA also showed that confusion could not occur between sites of extended 
disconnection in space and time. It was concluded that without the records being 
available, confusion would occur, but the sales records enabled a broad computation that 
prevented any confusion.  
Though not every initial hypothesis was supported, significant information was 
discovered revealing a more important result: that a computation of sales records has 
proven to be an important tool for better understanding formational social agents that 
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coalesce to make a cemetery. Although the results of the data lend themselves to more 
questions than were asked, the results are able to counter statements by other researchers. 
While it has been said that a cyclical reification is occurring in Victorian Era cemeteries, 
it was found that this had little impact on sales. While the City of Orlando stated there 
was not a standard price, there in fact was a de facto price. Although alienation continues, 
sales have increased, albeit mostly in cremation interments. Even if cremation sales are 
on the rise, the sale of cemetery spaces cannot be described as an energetic enterprise as 
of 2010 (Chaker 2009). Sales records are important because of the lack of markers and 
epitaphs. 
As with Arthur A. Saxe’s 1970 dissertation, it is hoped that the results of this 
analysis will show that archaeologists could benefit from another tool in their analyses of 
the material artifacts in search for formational social agents (Rakita 2008).  
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Chapter Five: Conclusion 
 
Formal disposal of the dead exists in every culture, but at the most essential level, 
cemeteries exist as a utilitarian tool for the disposal of the corpse (Binford 1971; Jordan 
1982; McGuire 1988). If this was the only reason for the existence of cemeteries, the 
raison d’être would have ended with the advent of quick service crematoriums much as 
the horse and buggy was displaced with the introduction of the automobile. Cemeteries 
continue as a manifestation of idealized social mores selectively expressed in stones, 
landscapes, ecology, iconography, and epitaphs (Binford 1971; Francaviglia 1971; Hoots 
2009; Kong 1999; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008). The study of the dimensions, form, and 
time of the cemetery provides us a reflection of a society’s material culture (Deetz 1996). 
The material culture is the primary tool for interpretation of formational social agents 
(Miller 1987).  
Within that artifact are more material artifacts, including tombstones. These 
stones are utilized as tools for marking burial location, but they also convey social status, 
religion, health, and social mores (Deetz 1996; Hoots 2009; Jordan 1982; Kong 1999; 
McGuire 1988). It is because cemeteries are so laden with information that they are a 
source of information on formational societies for many researchers from differing fields 
including ecologists, archaeologists, geographers, sociologists, genealogists, and art 
historians (Balée 2006; Deetz 1996; Francaviglia 1971; Kong 2006; Murphy 2007; 
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Stockton 2001; Stott 2008). Although a common choice, there are few standard and 
rigorous methodologies of study, fewer still that enable non-invasive archaeological 
study, and even fewer that can enable cross cultural analyses (Binford 1971; Dethlefsen 
and Deetz 1967; Francaviglia 1971; Kong 2006; Rakita 2008). In the continued efforts of 
previously noted researchers, such Arthur A. Saxe, this thesis introduced a unique, non-
invasive method for the study of material culture: the analyses of publicly available 
cemetery sales records (Rakita 2008). 
For several reasons, as stated in Chapter One, Greenwood Cemetery makes an 
ideal source for study. Although Florida has a relatively long history compared to many 
other states, the city of Orlando has only recently become a major metropolitan area. It 
became noteworthy in economic censuses in 1980 (Gannon 1996; Mormino 2005; United 
States Bureau of the Census 2010). Founded in 1885, it has grown over the last 120 years 
to be the largest inland city in Florida with a population of 238,300 citizens in 2010 
(Bacon 1975; Gore 1951; United States Bureau of the Census 2010). Throughout its rapid 
development, Orlando has had little of its history documented. As is typical of histories 
dominated by more affluent groups, the majority of the record concerning the area comes 
from the paradigm of those from the apex of the social habitus (Gannon 2006; Miller 
1987). As stated in Chapter One, the most extensive histories are those of E.H. Gore and 
Eve Bacon, both of which are lacking in culturally inclusive information. The cemetery 
directly parallels the city’s quick establishment and expansion. As an active cemetery, it 
continues to grow and evolve. Being exclusive to Orlando citizens but open to citizens of 
all backgrounds, it includes multitudes of residents from differing ethnicities and 
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socioeconomic levels. Over the course of its existence, it has progressed through multiple 
cemetery styles and social trends. The cemetery’s residing population are numerous and 
the grounds expansive, enabling a large and inclusive survey to be completed. Three 
studies have been conducted at Greenwood Cemetery previous to this thesis: Greenwood 
Cemetery, Orlando, Florida, a genealogical study that recorded names and dates from 
markers; Headstone Iconography: Documentation and Interpretation of Fraternal 
Emblems at Greenwood Cemetery, a survey of epitaphs and their association with local 
social groups; and Orlando Geophysical survey of Greenwood Cemetery, Orlando, 
Florida, a noninvasive GPR analysis of burial locations in Greenwood (Murphy 2007; 
Stockton 2001; Wardlaw 2009). It was determined that while all three non-invasive 
studies are noteworthy, they suffer frailties such as an incorrect paradigm, a lack of local 
historical knowledge, as well as compromised sources of analysis. In addition, because 
Greenwood cemetery has been rationally studied only three times before the writing of 
this thesis, it compelled study.  
At the surface, all cities share similar physical features. What gives a city its 
character and distinctions are the people, their culture, and their history. To form a valid 
study of a society, it is important to gather information from all groups that took part in 
the city’s formation. During growth and expansion, it becomes easy to overlook those 
that make up the muted majority and thus lose that history. In Chapter Two, the history of 
the state that gave birth to the city of Orlando, and its municipal cemetery of Greenwood, 
was summarized. While Florida colonization would begin in the early 1500’s, the area 
that is now Orlando would not begin to resemble its modern form until the mid-19th 
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Century (Gannon 1996; Mormino 2005; Tebeau 1971). Military activities would initiate 
the swift development and the tourism industry would continue to expand the city even as 
the federal government would cut back and close bases. The influence of both was made 
evident in the cemetery, with Civil War Veterans buried along with pilots, astronauts, and 
Walt Disney World entrepreneurs as seen in Figure 43. The available histories provide 
little information about anyone except for the tourism industries and prominent families. 
Although those two groups made vast contributions, the existing history of the citizenry 
made up of different ethnicities and cultures is only cursory. Many groups are not 
mentioned in local histories, but Greenwood Cemetery presents unassailable evidence of 
their presence. For example, the Vietnamese people who settled in Orlando after the fall 
of Saigon in 1975 have a small temple at the cemetery. A disregard for these subgroups 
exemplifies the reproduction of preferred social ideals as well as the lack of 
comprehensive analysis of manifestations of social identity.  
 
Figure 43: Orlando iconography. Several graves at Greenwood feature icons displaying 
patron’s professions. These two graves are utilized by a pilot and a Walt Disney World 
employee. Both graves are granite. Photographed at Greenwood Cemetery by Victoria A 
K Lawrence 2011. Photograph modified to distort names for privacy. 
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In Chapter Three, cemeteries were considered as a historical source and a material 
artifact. The artifact began as a method of externally manifesting an internal idea as well 
as fulfilling a utilitarian function. Where its tangibility makes the material artifact an 
ideal subject of study for researchers, its evolving objectification can lead to a 
misinterpretation of social ideologies (Miller 1987). Many historians and anthropologists 
have used cemeteries as their primary method for understanding a group’s local history 
and cultural development. Often, only noninvasive methods of analyses are permissible 
for researchers studying active places of interment, such as Greenwood Cemetery 
(Conyers 2006; Ellwood 1990; Ellwood et al. 1994; Florida § 872; Wardlaw 2009). 
Binford, Dethlefsen and Deetz, Murphy and Stott are authors that used grave markers, 
semiotics, and iconography as sources of analysis. Balée, Kong, Francaviglia, Jordan, and 
Stott looked at landscape. Licht and Fackler looked at the formation of rules as a method 
of understanding the culture. Although Greenwood Cemetery makes an ideal lens through 
which we may view the history of the city, because of the influence of time, weathering, 
vandalism, lost records, and continued modification of land usage; we find that using 
marker design, landscape design, and documented rules is an unreliable method of 
analysis. Additionally, evolving manifestation and developing social alienation with 
cemeteries over time can compromise the interpretation of the available raw data, 
resulting in a manifestation of an ideal separate from the social reality that formed the 
cemetery (Rathje 1995). 
In the continued effort to study the history and culture of Orlando through 
Greenwood Cemetery, it was thought that looking at the lives of those buried there via 
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census and economic records, city directories, or even Sexton records would give insight. 
Records are noted to provide unbiased and controlled information on society’s mortuary 
practices (Carmack 2002; Deetz 1996; Dethlefsen Deetz 1967). In Chapter Four, it was 
found that several of these frequently used sources were missing sections of important 
data that negated their practicality. Nevertheless, through research, it was found that the 
city has attempted to keep accurate sales records since the cemetery’s founding in 1890. 
The Florida Sunshine Law requires all government records to be public and maintained, 
including transactions with a municipal cemetery (Florida §119.01). The concerted effort 
to preserve all the records made them an ideal source as they are not biased against 
ethnicity or cultural background; they can present shifting cultural ideals; and, they 
cannot be modified after being recorded.  
To test the hypothesis of this thesis, that sales records will be a beneficial addition 
to research methodologies, the cemetery’s transactions with the citizens of the City of 
Orlando people were analyzed. To see if sales record data would reflect influences of 
socioeconomic trends, information regarding the number of spaces sold; sale price; sales 
date; date of initial use; and, the type of space purchased was collected. Using a random 
number generator, approximately ten percent of every unit was collected. The records 
relating to about 2,500 persons of those buried at Greenwood Cemetery were sampled, 
leaving out units that cannot be easily affected by shifting economics and cultural beliefs. 
Chapter Four continued with the selection of five ways to look at the sales data in 
an effort to test the hypothesis that sales records could reflect socioeconomic trends; and 
thus, serve as another tool for understanding Orlando’s socio-formational agents. The 
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first question examined preplanning by comparing agreement date of purchase to initial 
date of use. It was hypothesized that preplanning had gone down as time progressed 
because of increased alienation with death, fluctuating economy, combined with family 
mobility (Caviness 1994; Mitford 1963; Rampell 2009). The resulting bar chart showed 
that there were many purchases around the opening of the cemetery that occurred long 
before initial use, but not long after that period, there is a distinct drop in sales until the 
1950s. At that time, sales increased but preplanning would continue to be less than that of 
those purchased nearer in time to the opening of the cemetery. A Student’s T-test found 
that there was a significant difference between the three groups in number of years that 
occurred between purchase and use. The second question looked at those sales of spaces 
and their usage. The hypothesis states that as time progresses, people would use a greater 
percentage of their purchased space. This question was based on the theory that as funeral 
homes took control of the mortuary practices, they would notify heirs of bequeathed 
properties (Mitford 1963). In the ANOVA, it was found that, as time progressed, people 
did use significantly greater percentages of their properties (F=5.947, df= 2, p=.003). In 
reflection of the results from question one, it was postulated that the increase in 
percentage use was due to fewer number of spaces purchased.  
In response to the premise that the grave space prices were in accordance to the 
whims of the residing Sexton, the third question looked at the prices per space compared 
with the agreement date. The resulting scatter plot showed a strong relationship to the 
line of regression accounting for 60% of variation. This would support a presumption of 
date by price and price by date. The results of these analyses also implied that prices first 
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rose just before The Great Depression and continued to rise, despite other economic 
fluctuations.  
The fourth question was a response to statements made by CANA and 
observations during research that implied an increase in burials of cremations at 
Greenwood Cemetery (CANA 2005). Resembling Deetz’s New England cemetery 
study’s seriation bar chart, the box plot that resulted showed that there was an increase in 
cremation space sales beginning in 1925 (Deetz 1996:90). As the sales for full body 
spaces slowed, the number of cremation spaces has grown dramatically. The ANOVA 
showed there to be a significant difference in sales that have occurred over time 
(F=243.391, df= 1966, p<.001).  
In regard to site structure study, the fifth question looked at the possibility of 
replotting and reinterments interfering with data analyses. Researchers count on artifact 
assemblage to reveal sequences and social relations (Deetz 1996; Wandsnider 1996; 
Weisman 1989). It was hypothesized that the movement of graves and new interments in 
older sections could compromise the terminus post quem. The ANOVA illustrates that a 
small amount of misinterpretation could occur between cemetery sections of analogous 
position and date of establishment. The ANOVA also showed that misinterpretation 
could not be made between sites of extended disconnection in space and time. It was 
concluded that without the records being available, misinterpretation could occur, but the 
sales records enabled a broad computation that prevented misunderstanding.  
After analyses of the results of the first four questions, it appears that there may 
be much causality for these fluctuations. The initial tapering off in sales occurred at the 
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same time as Americans were developing distaste for Victorian style cemeteries 
(Francaviglia 1971; Hoots 2009; McGuire 1988; Stott 2008). Simultaneously, Orlando 
was going through the Great Land Bust which was followed by the national Great 
Depression (Gannon 1996). At that juncture, Greenwood Cemetery started to raise the 
sale prices. It appears, in the bar chart (Fig. 39) that there were a few sales made during 
this period to those able to afford to preplan many years in advance, possibly by those 
citizens that survived the economic decline described (Bacon 1975; Gannon 1996; Gore 
1951). Overall sales rose again in the 1950s, despite a developing alienation with death 
(Mitford 1963). It does happen at the same time as cremation sales are increasingly 
popular. Although history shows that Orlando’s economy is on the rise at this time, so are 
the prices of Greenwood’s spaces (Gannon 1996; Mormino 2005). Perhaps the 
developing alienation with funeral homes is manifesting itself with an estrangement 
attributable to the price of a full body preparation and burial (Greenwood 2009).  
The fifth question showed that not every initial hypothesis was supported. It did, 
however, exemplify the importance of the use of documents when analyzing the 
development and expansion of this cemetery. Without the use of sales records, the land 
expansion of six cremations would not look dissimilar than the expansion of one full 
body grave. Lacking the computation of the graves compared in sections, the 
chronological development of the sections might not be accurately understood. Devoid of 
sales record analyses, a drop in sales during the 1920s might not have been demonstrated 
or possibly connected to a rise in grave prices. Overall, significant information was found 
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to reveal a more important result: that a computation of sales records has proven to be an 
important tool for better understanding formational social agents that make a cemetery.  
Although the results of the data lend themselves to more questions than were 
asked, they are able to counter statements by other researchers. While it has been said 
that a cyclical reification is occurring in Victorian Era cemeteries, it was found that this 
had little impact on sales. While the City of Orlando stated there was not a standard price, 
there in fact was an average value. Although alienation continues, sales have increased, 
albeit mostly in cremation interments. Even if cremation sales are on the rise, sale of 
cemetery spaces as of 2010 could hardly be called an energetic market (Chaker 2009). In 
other words, landscaping can change, monuments may be lost, and graves may be moved, 
but future generations can look at the sales records and see, when compared to cemetery 
maps, the original spatial usage and its expansion. Despite the lost records originally 
compiled by the Sextons, the segregation of ethnicities, and their eventual inclusion, will 
be evident. Future analysts will see that the Victorian patriarchal system gave way to 
smaller but more egalitarian familial units.  
Overall, it can be stated that while the cemetery per se makes a remarkable tool 
for understanding a culture, sales records are significant as well. With this study, it has 
been shown that sales records are an important written source of information that help 
correlate social values and burial practices with social and economic circumstances. 
While the reason and number of transactions can be influenced by culture, the record 
itself does not change according to time and the recorder. Because there is the attempt to 
preserve the stasis and a manipulation of records is not allowed, a cultural shift cannot 
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influence the documents. They can also add to ethnographic and demographic studies. 
The sales records can lend themselves to a reading of the city’s history of cultural 
relations, such as spatial segregation being the physical manifestation of cultural 
segregation norms that shifted via laws and social mores supporting social integration. 
Given that records can be available on the Internet, they can provide a means of 
interpretation without requiring one to visit the site. Over time, sales records can be 
reanalyzed by others for further interpretation. Binford stated in his article, Behavioral 
Archaeology and the “Pompeii Premise,” that given the proper paradigm, interpretations 
about past cultures can be made fairly accurately (Binford 1981). If a known group has 
particular results, similar results might have a similar creation. In other words, this 
analysis of sales records may be applicable to another city, enabling cross cultural 
analyses. Used in conjunction with marker studies and cemetery spatial analyses, sales 
records can be reliable and valid. Knowing that Orlando is a pioneer town, as described 
in Stott’s book, a comparison of Orlando’s sales records might give light to demographic 
interpretations of other pioneer towns and facilitate comparisons of other types of city 
cemeteries in the southern and northeastern United States. According to Binford, it is the 
goal of archaeologists to develop methods that enable the formation of laws of cultural 
change and evolution (Binford 1971:25). 
Recommendations for Future Studies at Greenwood Cemetery 
 As stated in Chapter Four, not all information on sales cards was analyzed for this 
study. An example of information not analyzed included the types of funeral homes used 
(Fig. 38). As Mitford states, during the 20th Century, Americans progressively handed 
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funeral duties to corporations. As time passed, those companies were eventually 
purchased by larger companies (Mitford 1963). As corporate ownership is public 
information, knowing which corporations do the majority of work over time would not be 
difficult to ascertain. It would be interesting to track the progression of funeral home use 
in Orlando over time as well as the growth of the funeral home business in Orlando. 
 Although Greenwood counts them as residents, scattered cremations often go 
unmarked in the cemetery. The city does keep a log of those scattered cremations, but 
because there is no charge to scatter cremations in the cemetery, the city does not keep a 
sales record. It would be interesting to compute the data against known space owners to 
see if anyone who owns property chose to scatter for free. It would also be interesting to 
analyze the data to see if any typologies emerge from those who were scattered.  
 Additionally, as stated in Chapter Four, babies, veterans, hospital patients, 
paupers, amongst others were not included for analyses. As with the cremations, it would 
be noteworthy to analyze the data to find if there are relationships amongst those groups. 
For example, Babylands were designed with the idea that families would possibly move 
after the death of a child (Caviness 1994; Loving 2006b). It would be rational to compare 
Babyland space owners against other general cemetery space owners to find related 
ownership.  
 As mentioned briefly in Chapter Three, grave goods are sometimes indicative of 
the resident’s ethnicity, age, gender, and religion (Fackler 2003; Jordan 1982; Louchheim 
2008; Stott 2008). For example, toys could be for a child and rosaries could be for a 
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Catholic resident. A survey of grave goods present at Greenwood Cemetery could be 
revealing regarding the types of residents and the visitors of the cemetery.  
 In the record of cultural geography, the sales cards (Fig. 38) can be very 
beneficial. As the addresses of the grave space owners are recorded on the sales cards, 
they are kept public. As the owner moves, the new address is added, not replacing, the 
older one. It is thought that since the owners are required to be Orlando residents; 
tracking the residence over time would not be difficult. Research could determine if 
patrons were proximal to the cemetery or dispersed evenly throughout the city.  
Recommendations for Future Researchers in Cemetery Studies 
 Cemetery studies are very popular and there are many archaeological studies of 
cemeteries available. Given a cemetery with a long, known history; extensive 
iconographic data; or, excavated data for interpretation, a study can be readily completed. 
What makes Greenwood Cemetery a difficult cemetery to study is that Greenwood is 
dissimilar from many other cemeteries; for clarification, the fact that Greenwood grew so 
quickly distinguishes it from cemeteries in most cities on the east coast. Not recognizing 
the cemeteries’ style of development can lend itself to a misinterpretation of the 
outcomes. Second, Greenwood is an active cemetery and, as excavation is not allowed 
and photography and touching of the markers is exceedingly controlled (Orlando Codes 
16.30), active studies of the physical cemetery can be difficult. Third, while there are 
many markers and other materials to assess, knowing what is not there is also important. 
Missing markers, removed roads, and socially significant flora that is no longer present 
could be vital to any study of cultural values.  
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 While the sales and transactions are public, knowing where to find them may not 
be so. Although the city has planned to make the sales records available on the Internet, 
as of the date of this thesis, the city is far behind in uploading the data. Acquisition of this 
information took a long time and came from a variety of sources, ranging from clippings 
found in dusty files at the county archives, to cabinets in the city hall, to drawers of office 
workers at the cemetery. Becoming a volunteer can be burdensome, but it can facilitate 
access to previously unopened sources of information. It is recommended that a volunteer 
position be combined with an internship to facilitate a study. Researchers could be 
valuable to governmental entities by volunteering to scan and upload documents for the 
public.  
 Additionally, since the publication of Milford’s book, The American Way of 
Death, many publications are guarded and not available to the general public; including 
International Cemetery and Funeral Home Magazine and American Cemetery (Mitford 
1963). While some publications, such as NOMIS will send publications to a library or 
university, the aforementioned magazines will only sell to licensed funeral home 
directors. It is advised if a researcher wants access to these, that one build positive 
relations with a director in order to gain access to the publications. Many funeral home 
directors are used to working with genealogists, but funeral homes are not public and are 
not required to share information (Carmack 2002).  
 While copies of Bacon and Gore’s books can be found easily at the Orange 
County archives and the Orange County Public Library, they are not circulated. It is 
recommended that the library scan and upload these histories to the Internet to facilitate 
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accessibility to a wider public. Because these two authors are of primary importance for 
the relatively brief historical record Orlando has, it is not beneficial to historians or 
students for the library to keep the books inaccessible.  
To those doing research of sites within a city, it is recommended that the 
researcher visit the city hall, the comptroller’s office, the tax collector, and the property 
appraiser. Telephone contact is not advised. Visiting in person lends itself to finding a 
pathway to another question, which, if answered, might help one answer the first 
question. The U.S. Census Bureau states that those who wish to study historic statistics 
may find it difficult because of three reasons: (1) determination of the existence of data; 
(2) its location: “The exact material which is desired may already have been compiled, 
but it may be buried in an obscure special report or in the published documents of an 
early Congressional publication which few libraries may have on their shelves;” and (3) 
that those officials who should know the locations of said data may not know of its 
existence (U.S. Census Bureau 1949). 
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Table 5: Raw Data 
  
 
Abbreviations for Raw Data Table: 
AD Agreement Date 
D Date of Death 
SC Section Code  
T Type 
B Bought 
U Using 
TP Total Price 
PPL Price Per Lot 
S Section 
Loc Location 
 
AD D SC T B U TP PPL S Loc 
1964 1964 1 1 2 1 120 60 1 1-1-1-2-n1/2 
1964 1964 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-2-3-2-n1/2 
1963 1963 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-3-1-2-s1/2 
1965 1965 1 1 4 4 240 60 1 1-4-1-1-w1/2 
1966 1966 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-5-1-2-e1/2 
1966 1966 1 1 2 2 150 75 1 1-6-1-2-e1/2 
1974 1980 1 1 1 1 500 500 1 1-7-2-1-w1/2 
1968 1974 1 1 3 4 300 100 1 1-8-1-1-nw1/2 
1964 1964 1 1 2 1 120 60 1 1-9-1-1-w1/2 
1966 1966 1 1 2 1 120 60 1 1-10-4-1-w1/2 
1967 2003 1 1 2 1 250 125 1 1-11-7-1-e1/2 
1969 1971 1 1 2 2 200 100 1 1-12-3-2-nw1/4 
1966 1966 1 1 2 5 250 125 1 1-13-1-1-e1/2 
1967 1973 1 1 2 2 150 75 1 1-14-2-2-w1/2 
1980 1980 1 1 1 1 350 350 1 1-15-4-2-ne1/4 
1965 1977 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-16-1-1-w1/2 
1977 1977 1 1 3 4 240 80 1 1-17-6-1-w1/2 
1984 1985 1 1 1 1 450 450 1 r1-18-12-1-w1/2 
1965 1939 1 1 4 2 240 60 1 1-19-2-1-nw1/3 
2008 2008 1 2 1 1 750 750 1 1-20-1-se1- 
1965 1986 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-21-2-1-w1/2 
1964 1964 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-22-1-1-w1/2 
1965 1965 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-23-2-1-w1/2 
1964 1964 1 1 2 2 120 60 1 1-24-3-1-e1/2 
2002 2002 1 1 1 1 400 400 1 1-25-1-1-nw1/2 
1964 1964 1 1 2 3 120 60 1 1-26-1-1-e1/2 
2008 2008 1 1 2 1 3000 1500 1 1-27-2-1-w1/2 
1962 1962 1 1 2 2 480 240 1 1-28-2-1-e1/2 
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1974 1974 1 1 1 1 250 250 1 1-29-1-1-e1/2 
2006 2009 1 1 1 1 1500 1500 1 1-30-1-1-se1/4 
1969 1969 2 1 4 3 500 125 2 2-1-3-2-w1/2 
1969 1969 2 1 1 1 125 125 2 2-2-1-1-e1/3 
1969 1981 2 1 3 4 225 75 2 2-3-1-1-w1/2 
1969 1996 2 1 4 3 600 150 2 2-4-4-1-1/2 
1973 2000 2 2 1 1 250 250 2 2-5-7-1-nw1/4 
1969 1969 2 1 2 2 150 75 2 2-6-1-2-w1/2 
1969 1995 2 2 2 2 250 125 2 2-7-8-1-e1/2 
1969 1969 2 1 1 1 125 125 2 2-8-1-1-e1/2 
1969 2005 2 1 4 2 1000 250 2 2-9-4-2-nw1/4 
2008 2008 2 1 1 1 1500 1500 2 2-10-2-1-w1/2 
1969 1969 2 1 4 2 300 75 2 2-11-1-2-w1/2 
1970 1970 2 1 2 2 200 100 2 2-12-2-1-w1/2 
1975 1975 2 1 1 1 250 250 2 2-13-5-1-e1/2 
1971 1971 2 1 1 1 100 100 2 2-14-1-2-e1/2 
1970 1980 2 1 3 2 750 250 2 2-15-1-1-nw1/4 
2008 2008 2 1 1 1 1500 1500 2 2-16-2-2-e1/2 
1970 1970 2 1 2 2 200 100 2 2-17-3-2-w1/2 
1969 1969 2 1 2 2 200 100 2 2-18-1-2-e1/2 
1970 1970 2 1 2 2 250 125 2 2-19-4-2-ne1/4 
1972 1996 2 1 2 1 250 125 2 2-20-1--1-nw1/4 
1983 1985 2 1 2 2 900 450 2 2-21-1-2-w1/2 
1980 1980 2 1 1 1 350 350 2 2r-22-2-1-w1/2 
1981 1981 2 1 2 1 700 350 2 2r-23-1-1-w1/2 
1980 2002 2 1 2 2 700 350 2 2r-24-2-2-e1/2 
2006 2006 2 1 1 1 1500 1500 2 2r-25-1-2-e1/2 
1981 1981 2 1 4 1 1400 350 2 2r-26-1-1-w1/2 
1980 1986 2 1 1 1 700 700 2 2r-27-2-2-e1/2 
1981 1981 2 1 3 1 1050 350 2 2r-28-1-1-e1/2 
1982 1982 2 1 2 1 1400 700 2 2r-29-2-2-e1/2 
2005 2006 2 1 3 1 
 
0 2 2r-30-m-2-e1/2 
2008 2008 2 1 2 1 3000 1500 2 2r-32-Q-1-e1/2 
1980 1980 2 1 2 2 700 350 2 2r-33-1-1-w1/2 
1980 1980 2 1 1 1 350 350 2 2r-34-1-1-w1/2 
1981 1981 3 1 2 1 700 350 3 3-1-1-1-se/4 
1953 1974 3 1 4 4 400 100 3 3-2-4-ne1/4 
1948 1948 3 1 1 1 60 60 3 3-3-0-1 
1939 1939 3 1 1 1 
 
0 3 3-4-0-15 
1944 1944 3 1 1 1 
 
0 3 3-5-0-16 
1955 1990 3 1 2 1 120 60 3 3-6-0-1-n1/2 
1960 1968 3 1 3 2 180 60 3 3-7-1-2-nw1/4 
1958 1965 3 1 2 2 120 60 3 3-8-2-1 
1940 1951 3 1 8 8 640 80 3 3-9-1 2,13,14-1-s1/2 
1940 1940 3 1 2 3 40 20 3 3-10-2-c 
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1941 1980 3 1 
 
2 40 
 
3 3-11-2-1 
1941 1961 3 1 3 3 40 13.33 3 3-12-1-1- s1/3 
1946 1946 3 1 2 2 50 25 3 3-13-2-2-s1/2 
1946 1945 3 1 6 6 450 75 3 3-14-4-1,5-1-n1/2 
1946 1947 3 1 3 3 100 33.33 3 3-16-1-1-sw1/4 
1964 1962 3 1 3 3 180 60 3 3-17-1--unknown 
1963 1963 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-1-1-2-nw1/4 
1973 2000 4 1 2 2 500 250 4 4-2-1-2-nw1/4 
1955 1968 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-3-2-1-n1/2 
1962 1962 4 1 8 10 480 60 4 4-4-1-2-ne1/4 
1962 1962 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-5-1-1-se1/4 
1960 1976 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-6-1-2-n1/2 
1963 1972 4 1 1 1 60 60 4 4-7-1-1-n1/2 
1979 1979 4 1 2 1 700 350 4 4-8-1-1-sw1/4 
1962 1962 4 1 1 1 60 60 4 4-9-1-1-n1/2 
1965 1965 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-10-1-2-n1/2 
1970 1970 4 1 1 2 100 100 4 4-11-1-1-n1/2 
1964 1964 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-12-2-1-n1/2 
1961 1961 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-13-8-2-s1/2 
1970 1972 4 1 3 2 750 250 4 4-14-3-1-s1/2 
1966 1966 4 1 4 4 240 60 4 4-15-1-2-n1/2 
1955 1955 4 1 4 3 300 75 4 4-16-2-2-nw1/4 
1959 1959 4 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 4 4-17-3-2-s1/2 
1960 1960 4 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 4 4-18-2-1-s1/2 
1970 1970 4 1 1 1 100 100 4 4-19-2-1-n1/2 
1964 1980 4 2 1 2 60 60 4 4-20-1-1-n1/2 
1958 1957 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-21-1-2-s1/2 
1956 1956 4 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 4 4-22-7-2-se1/4 
1960 1960 4 1 1 1 60 60 4 4-23-2-2-s1/2 
1971 1971 4 1 20 18 2000 100 4 4-24-7-2-n1/2 
1970 1971 4 1 2 1 500 250 4 4-25-1-1-n1/2 
1959 1960 4 1 3 3 180 60 4 4-26-1-2-s1/2 
1961 1961 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-27-4-1-sw1/4 
1957 1957 4 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 4 4-28-1-1-ne1/4 
1962 1962 4 1 1 1 60 60 4 4-29-3-2-n1/2 
1970 1970 4 1 4 2 400 100 4 4-30-6-1-n1/2 
1973 1974 4 1 2 2 500 250 4 4-31-1-1-n1/2 
1956 1961 4 1 2 2 120 60 4 4-32-2-2-n1/2 
1961 1961 4 1 2 1 120 60 4 4-33-1-1-1/2 
1956 1956 4 1 4 3 240 60 4 4-34-1-1-n1/2 
1955 1997 4 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 4 4-35-1-2-ne1/4 
1968 1968 4 1 1 1 125 125 4 4-36-5-1-n1/2 
1978 1978 4 1 1 1 250 250 4 4-37-2-1-s1/2 
1974 1975 4 1 1 1 250 250 4 4-38-1-2-s1/2 
1973 1973 4 1 1 1 250 250 4 4-39-7-1-n1/2 
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1956 1956 4 1 2 1 120 60 4 4-40-1-1-n1/2 
1957 1957 4 1 1 2 37.5 37.5 4 4-41-3-2-se1/2 
1962 1962 4 1 3 3 180 60 4 4-42-1-2-n1/2 
1973 1997 4 1 2 2 400 200 4 4-43-2-1-n1/2 
1971 1971 4 1 2 2 200 100 4 4-44-4-1-2-n1/2 
1960 1962 4 1 3 3 180 60 4 4-45-5-2--n1/2 
1958 1959 4 1 3 3 180 60 4 4-46-1-2-s1/2 
1971 1971 4 1 1 1 100 100 4 4-47-3-2-n1/2 
1963 1963 4 1 3 2 180 60 4 4-48-1-1-s1/2 
1974 1989 4 1 3 3 600 200 4 4-49-8-2-s1/2 
1974 1973 4 1 1 1 250 250 4 4-50-9-2-s1/2 
1956 1956 4 1 4 1 300 75 4 4-51-4-1sw1/4 
1958 1958 4 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 4 4-52-4-3-se1/4 
1964 1967 4 1 1 1 60 60 4 4-53-1-1-n1/2 
1961 1960 4 1 2 2 240 120 4 4-54-5-1-s1/2 
1985 1993 4 1 1 1 450 450 4 4-55-1-1-n1/2 
1994 1994 4 1 1 1 850 850 4 4-56-3-1-sw1/4 
1962 1962 4 1 2 3 120 60 4 4-57-3-2-nw1/4 
1954 1961 5 1 24 15 4500 187.5 5 5-1-1-1-sw1/4 
1955 1954 5 1 12 4 1800 150 5 5-2-2-1-sw1/4 
1963 1954 5 
 
20 9 3000 150 5 5-3-2-1-se1/4 
1954 1954 5 1 8 2 600 75 5 5-4-1-1-se1/4 
1955 1984 5 1 4 2 240 60 5 5-5-2-2-s1/2 
1955 1954 5 1 4 5 240 60 5 5-6-3-2-n1/2 
1953 1943 5 1 10 8 600 60 5 5-7-1-1-nw1/4 
1989 1989 5 1 2 1 1100 550 5 5-8-3-1-n1/2 
1968 1960 5 1 2 2 120 60 5 5-9-8-2-s/2 
2008 2008 5 1 1 1 1500 1500 5 5-10-2-1-n1/2 
1954 1954 5 1 1 1 180 180 5 5-11-3-1-s1/2 
1955 1955 5 1 3 3 180 60 5 5-12-12-2-s1/2 
1954 1954 5 1 2 2 120 60 5 5-13-6-2-n1/2 
1954 1954 5 1 2 2 120 60 5 5-14-3-1-n1/2 
1954 1954 5 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 5 5-15-8-1-n1/2 
1954 1954 5 1 2 2 120 60 5 5-16-1-2-s1/2 
1953 1953 5 1 2 2 100 50 5 5-17-3-1-n1/2 
2009 2009 5 1 1 1 1500 1500 5 5-18-4-2-n1/2 
1955 1963 5 1 2 2 120 60 5 5-19-1-1-n1/2 
1953 1954 5 1 1 1 50 50 5 5-20-6-1-n1/2 
1954 1961 5 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 5 5-21-2-2-n1/2 
1955 1954 5 1 4 2 240 60 5 5-22-3-1-s1/2 
1979 1979 5 1 1 1 350 350 5 5-23-1-1-se1/4 
1955 1955 5 1 2 2 120 60 5 5-24-3-1-n1/2 
1954 1962 5 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 5 5-25-1-2-s1/2 
1953 1953 5 1 6 3 300 50 5 5-26-2-3-nw1/4 
1954 1959 5 1 10 3 675 67.5 5 5-27-1-1-sw1/4 
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1955 1955 5 1 4 4 300 75 5 5-28-1-2-ne1/4 
2008 2008 5 1 2 1 3000 1500 5 5-29-3-1-sw1/4 
1963 1963 6 1 4 4 300 75 6 6-1-1-1-nw1/4 
1977 2007 6 1 2 1 625 312.5 6 6-2-2-1-se1/4 
2008 2008 6 1 1 1 1500 1500 6 6-3-1-2-nw1/4 
1966 1966 6 1 1 2 75 75 6 6-4-1-2-n1/2 
1964 1964 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-5-1-2-n1/2 
1960 1960 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-6-1-2-n1/2 
1960 1960 6 1 2 3 120 60 6 6-7-3-1-n1/2 
1960 1960 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-8-2-1-s1/2 
1965 1972 6 2 2 1 120 60 6 6-9-2-1-s1/2 
1962 1962 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-10-5-1-n1/2 
1960 1960 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-11-1-2-s1/2 
1965 1985 6 1 4 3 300 75 6 6-12-1-1-se1/4 
1977 1977 6 1 2 2 625 312.5 6 6-13-2-sw1/4 
1965 1965 6 1 2 1 120 60 6 6-14-2-1-s1/2 
2006 2006 6 1 1 1 1500 1500 6 6-15-6-2-n1/2 
1963 1963 6 1 4 3 240 60 6 6-16-1-1-s1/2 
1958 1958 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-17-4-2-n1/2 
1959 1959 6 1 1 1 120 120 6 6-18-7-2-n1/2 
1958 1958 6 1 2 3 120 60 6 6-19-1-1-n1/2 
1960 1960 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-20-4-2-s1/2 
1966 1966 6 1 2 2 250 125 6 6-21-3-1-n1/2 
1966 1966 6 1 1 1 75 75 6 6-22-1-1-s1/2 
1966 1966 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-23-3-1-n1/2 
1967 1966 6 1 4 2 400 100 6 6-24-1-mausoleum 
1963 1963 6 1 2 1 300 150 6 6-25-1-1-ne1/4 
1960 1960 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-26-1-2-s1/2 
1977 1977 6 1 1 1 250 250 6 6-27-3-1-s1/2 
1968 1981 6 1 3 2 375 125 6 6-28-1-3-2-n1/2 
1965 1966 6 1 2 1 120 60 6 6-29-2-2-s1/2 
1975 1975 6 1 2 2 1000 500 6 6-30-1-2-s1/2 
1956 1956 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-31-1-1-n1/2 
1959 1959 6 1 2 1 120 60 6 6-32-1-1-n1/2 
1959 1959 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-33-2-2-s1/2 
1959 1959 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-34-1-2-n1/2 
1960 1960 6 1 1 1 60 60 6 6-35-4-1-n1/2 
1958 1965 6 1 6 6 720 120 6 6-36-3,4-2-s 
1967 1967 6 1 2 1 120 60 6 6-37-1-1-n1/2 
2007 2007 6 1 1 1 1500 1500 6 6-38-1-2-n1/2 
1968 1972 6 1 4 3 300 75 6 6-39-6-1-ne1/4 
1957 1968 6 1 2 2 120 60 6 6-40-1-2-n1/2 
1970 1993 6 1 4 2 300 75 6 6-41-1-2-sw1/4 
1957 1961 6 1 2 2 
 
0 6 6-42-1-1-n1/2 
1956 1962 6 1 8 5 
 
0 6 6-43-2-2-ne1/4 
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1965 1965 7 1 1 1 250 250 7 7-1-1-1-w1/2 
1964 1964 7 1 2 2 120 60 7 7-2-1-1-w1/2 
1980 1980 7 1 1 1 350 350 7 7-3-5-2-nw1/4 
1968 1968 7 1 2 2 150 75 7 7-4-1-1-w1/2 
1975 1989 7 1 1 1 250 250 7 7-5-2-2-w1/2 
1960 1965 7 1 2 2 120 60 7 7-6-4-2-w1/2 
1966 1965 7 1 2 2 120 60 7 7-7-1-1-w1/2 
2003 2003 7 1 1 1 1500 1500 7 7-8-3-2-e1/2 
1962 1962 7 1 4 2 240 60 7 7-9-1-2-e1/2 
1965 1965 7 1 2 1 120 60 7 7-10-1-2-w1/2 
1966 1966 7 1 2 2 120 60 7 7-11-1-1-w1/2 
1965 1965 7 1 2 2 120 60 7 7-12-2-1-w1/2 
1970 1970 7 1 2 2 200 100 7 7-13-1-2-w1/2 
1980 1992 7 1 1 2 700 700 7 7-14-4-1-sw1/4 
1970 1971 7 1 2 2 200 100 7 7-15-1-2-e1/2 
1967 1967 7 1 2 1 150 75 7 7-16-1-1-w1/2 
2008 2008 7 1 2 1 3000 1500 7 7-17-1-1-sw1/4 
1983 1983 7 1 1 1 450 450 7 7-18-1-1-e1/2 
1983 1983 7 1 1 1 450 450 7 7-19-1-1-w1/2 
1983 1983 7 1 1 2 450 450 7 7-20-3-1-nw1/4 
1983 1983 7 1 6 3 2700 450 7 7-21-2-2-nw1/4 
1958 1967 8 1 4 2 300 75 8 8-1-1-e1/2 
1966 1966 8 1 4 3 400 100 8 8-2-1-2sw1/4 
1986 1987 8 1 1 2 500 500 8 8-3-3-2-nw1/4 
1963 1978 8 1 6 3 600 100 8 8-4-1-1sw1/4 
1968 2000 8 1 12 3 720 60 8 8-5-1-1sw1/4 
1957 1963 8 1 18 11 1200 66.66 8 8-6-2-1se1/4 
1957 1958 8 1 4 4 300 75 8 8-7-1-1nw1/4 
1960 1960 8 1 4 3 240 60 8 8-8-1-1-sw1/4 
1964 1964 8 1 8 5 600 75 8 8-9-1-ctr-sw1/4 
1966 1987 8 1 5 2 300 60 8 8-10-1-2-nw1/4 
1959 1959 8 1 2 2 240 120 8 8-11-2-2nw1/4 
1957 1921 8 1 11 5 750 68.18 8 8-12-1,2-1sw1/4 
1957 1975 8 1 8 2 600 75 8 8-13-1-2ne1/4 
1964 1970 8 1 4 2 240 60 8 8-14-1-1nw1/4 
1962 1962 8 1 8 6 600 75 8 8-15-1-2sw1/4 
1962 1968 8 1 8 4 480 60 8 8-16-1-1sw1/4 
1961 1964 8 1 4 4 240 60 8 8-17-2-1nw1/4 
1959 1973 8 1 4 3 240 60 8 8-18-3-1se1/4 
2004 2004 8 1 8 2 600 75 8 8-19-1-1ne1/4 
1975 1991 8 2 1 1 250 250 8 8-20-4-2ne1/4 
1965 1989 8 1 4 3 300 75 8 8-21-1-2-ne1/4 
1960 1958 8 1 32 12 
 
0 8 8-22-4,1,2,3-1nw1/4 
1959 1959 8 1 4 4 240 60 8 8-23-1-1-sw1/4 
1958 1962 8 1 4 3 300 75 8 8-24-2-1-se1/4 
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2007 2009 8 1 3 1 4500 1500 8 8-25-7-2sw1/2 
1956 1967 8 1 8 4 480 60 8 8-26-4-1-ne1/4 
1967 1976 8 1 15 3 
 
0 8 8-27-3-1nw1/4 
1956 1976 8 1 7 2 450 64.28 8 8-28-1-1n1/2 
2007 2007 8 1 2 1 3000 1500 8 8-29-12-1nw1/4 
1967 1971 9 1 4 2 400 100 9 9-1-1-2sw1/4 
1958 1960 9 1 2 2 120 60 9 9-2-3-2 
1956 1956 9 1 12 4 
 
0 9 9-3-1-1s1/2 
1959 1959 9 1 8 4 
 
0 9 9-4-2-2nw1/4 
1958 1958 9 1 2 2 120 60 9 9-5-2-1n/2 
1957 1957 9 1 4 4 240 60 9 9-6-2-1n1/2 
1964 1964 9 1 2 3 300 150 9 9-7-1-1sw1/4 
1957 1957 9 1 2 2 120 60 9 9-8-1-1n1/2 
1985 1985 9 1 1 1 900 900 9 9-9-10-2s1/2 
1956 1956 9 1 2 3 120 60 9 9-10-1-1n1/2 
2006 2006 9 1 1 1 1500 1500 9 9-11-4-1nw1/4 
1957 1957 9 1 2 2 120 60 9 9-12-2-2s1/2 
1957 1957 9 1 1 1 60 60 9 9-13-1-1n1/2 
1978 1978 9 1 2 2 625 312.5 9 9-14-1-centw1/2 
1979 1979 9 1 2 2 625 312.5 9 9-15-1-2sw1/4 
1956 1956 9 1 2 2 120 60 9 9-16-1-2s1/2 
1957 1957 9 1 2 2 120 60 9 9-17-1-1n1/2 
1964 1982 9 1 6 3 450 75 9 9-18-2-1nw1/4 
2008 2008 9 1 3 1 
 
0 9 9-19-7-1se1/4 
1983 1988 10 1 2 2 1800 900 10 10-1-1-1s1/2 
1953 1972 10 1 4 2 240 60 10 10-2-2-2sw1/4 
1953 1974 10 1 2 2 100 50 10 10-3-2-1ne1/4 
1952 1952 10 1 4 4 250 62.5 10 10-4-2-1nw1/4 
1952 1952 10 1 2 2 100 50 10 10-5-1-2n1/2 
1959 1963 10 1 1 1 37 37 10 10-6-2-1s1/2 
1952 1952 10 1 4 4 240 60 10 10-7-3-2-sw1/4 
1978 1978 10 2 1 1 250 250 10 10-8-3-1n1/2 
1952 1952 10 1 1 1 100 100 10 10-9-3-1n1/2 
2003 2003 10 2 1 1 750 750 10 10-10-3-2se1/4 
1950 1950 10 1 2 2 75 37.5 10 10-11-1-2n1/2 
1952 1952 10 1 4 2 250 62.5 10 10-12-3-1nw1/4 
1951 1951 10 1 2 1 100 50 10 10-13-1-1-s1/2 
1978 1978 10 1 1 1 500 500 10 10-14-1-2n1/2 
1953 1953 10 1 2 2 100 50 10 10-15-3-2s1/2 
1954 1962 10 1 6 6 300 50 10 10-16-1,10-1s1/2 
1953 1958 10 1 4 4 240 60 10 10-17-1-1ne1/4 
1973 1973 10 1 1 1 250 250 10 10-18-1-2nw1/4 
1952 1965 10 1 2 2 
 
0 10 10-19-4-1s1/2 
1951 1951 10 1 2 2 100 50 10 10-20-8-1n1/2 
1951 1951 10 1 2 2 100 50 10 10-21-6-1n1/2 
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1953 1953 10 1 4 3 240 60 10 10-22-2-ne1/4 
2007 2007 10 1 2 1 3000 1500 10 10-23-1-2s1/2 
1953 1953 10 2 1 1 37.5 37.5 10 10-24-7-1s1/2 
1976 2001 10 1 4 3 1250 312.5 10 10-25-2-2se1/4 
1982 1982 10 1 1 1 450 450 10 10-26-2-1nw1/4 
2009 2009 10 1 1 1 1500 1500 10 10-27-2-1se1/4 
2009 2009 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-1-1-4-429bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-1-2-6-312bottom 
1997 1997 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-1-3-2-271bottom 
2002 2002 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-1-1-437bottom 
2002 2009 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-1-8-395bottom 
1997 1997 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-3-10-233bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-4-1-282bottom  
2000 2000 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-5-2-361bottom 
2008 2008 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-6-3-440bottom 
2002 2002 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-7-1-447bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 4 2 3400 850 12 r12-2-8-2-366bottom 
2000 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-9-2-286bottom 
2000 2000 12 1 4 1 3400 850 12 r12-2-10-1-292bottom 
2000 2000 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-2-11-1-372bottom 
2002 2002 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-12-3-450bottom 
2002 2002 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-13-4-454bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-14-5-373bottom 
2001 2001 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-15-1-297bottom 
1998 1998 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-16-1-302bottom 
1999 1998 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-17-2-381bottom 
2002 2002 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-2-18-5-458bottom 
2001 2001 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-2-19-6-427bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-2-20-4-384-bottom 
1998 1998 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-2-21-1-307bottom 
2004 2008 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-3-1-3-470bottom 
2002 2002 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-3-2-1-542bottom 
2004 2004 12 1 2 2 3000 1500 12 r12-3-3--5-688-bottom 
2008 2008 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-4-3-615bottom 
2003 2006 12 1 2 2 3000 1500 12 r12-3-5-8-600bottom 
2007 2007 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-3-6-1-477bottom 
2002 2004 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-3-7-4-479bottom 
2006 1946 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-8-1-552bottom 
2008 2008 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-9-6-657bottom 
2005 2005 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-10-1-627bottom 
2003 2003 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-11-6-588bottom 
2007 2007 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-12-2-486bottom 
2009 
 
12 1 2 0 1700 850 12 r12-3-13-6-513 
2008 2008 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-14-5-558bottom 
2004 2004 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-15-2-631bottom 
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2004 2004 12 1 2 2 3000 1500 12 r12-3-16-1-637bottom 
2008 2008 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-3-17-1-567bottom 
2002 2005 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-3-18-8-510bottom 
2007 2007 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-19-3-500bottom 
2007 2007 12 1 2 2 3000 1500 12 r12-3-20-2-571bottom 
2004 2004 12 1 2 1 3000 1500 12 r12-3-21-2-641botom 
1989 2009 12 1 2 1 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-1-1-5bottom 
1994 1994 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-2-1-41bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-3-2-204bottom 
2000 2001 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-5-4-1-210bottom 
1998 1998 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-5-1-46bottom 
1987 1987 12 1 2 2 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-6-2-94bottom 
1989 1989 12 1 2 2 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-7-1-139bottom 
1999 2000 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-8-100bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-9-1-51bottom 
2001 2001 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-10-3-213bottom 
2001 2001 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-11-1-220bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-5-12-4-53bottom 
2001 2001 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-5-13-1-105bottom 
1996 1996 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-14-3-142bottom 
1994 2001 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-15-2-175bottom 
1992 1992 12 1 2 1 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-16-4-178bottom 
1996 1995 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-5-17-3-147bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-5-18-3-108bottom 
1999 1999 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-5-9-10-83bottom 
1998 1998 12 1 2 1 1700 850 12 r12-5-20-1-225bottom 
1997 1997 12 1 2 2 1700 850 12 r12-5-21-3-228bottom 
1988 1988 12 1 2 2 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-22-1-66bottom 
1991 1989 12 1 2 1 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-23-4-112botom 
1989 1989 12 1 2 3 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-24-2153bottom 
1987 1987 12 1 2 1 1325 662.5 12 r12-5-25-10-196bottom 
1967 1967 13 1 2 2 150 75 13 13-1-2n1/2 
1984 1984 13 1 1 1 450 450 13 13-2-9-2n1/2 
1968 1969 13 1 4 3 500 125 13 13-3-1-1s1/2 
1968 1977 13 2 2 2 150 75 13 13-4-1-2 
1968 1968 13 1 1 1 75 75 13 13-5-1-2s1/2 
2004 2004 13 1 1 1 1500 1500 13 13-6-8-2s1/2 
1969 1969 13 1 1 1 100 100 13 13-7-2-1s1/2 
1979 2006 13 2 1 1 1400 1400 13 13-8-2-2s1/2 
1973 1978 13 1 1 1 200 200 13 13-9-4-2n1/2 
1971 1971 13 1 2 2 200 100 13 13-10-3-2s1/2 
1968 1968 13 1 3 2 375 125 13 13-11-1-2s1/2 
1967 1967 13 1 2 2 150 75 13 13-12-4-1n1/2 
1972 1972 13 1 2 3 400 200 13 13-13-3-1n1/2 
1968 1968 13 1 2 2 150 75 13 13-14-6-2s1/2 
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1968 1968 13 1 2 2 150 75 13 13-15-10-2n1/2 
1968 1968 13 1 2 2 150 75 13 13-16-1-2n1/2 
1968 1968 13 1 3 2 
 
0 13 13-17-4-1n1/2 
1973 1973 13 1 2 2 400 200 13 13-18-2-1n1/2 
1967 1967 13 1 2 2 375 187.5 13 13-19-1-2n1/2 
1974 1982 13 1 1 1 250 250 13 13-20-1-2-n1/2 
1968 1974 13 1 10 5 750 75 13 13-21-2-1s1/2 
1969 1969 13 1 2 2 150 75 13 13-22-1-1s1/2 
1967 1967 13 1 2 2 150 75 13 13-23-1-2n1/2 
1968 1968 13 1 1 1 75 75 13 13-24-1-2s1/2 
1949 1949 14 1 2 2 112.5 56.25 14 14-1-1-2ne1/4 
1950 1950 14 1 4 4 175 43.75 14 14-2-2-2se1/4 
1979 1979 14 1 4 4 1250 312.5 14 14-3-2-2ne1/4 
1979 1979 14 1 4 2 1400 350 14 14-4-1-centern/2 
1946 1946 14 1 4 5 150 37.5 14 14-5-1-1n1/2 
1949 2007 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-6-1-1s1/2 
1947 1947 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-7-1-1n1/2 
1948 1948 14 1 4 4 225 56.25 14 14-8-1-1sw1/4 
1948 1948 14 1 4 3 225 56.25 14 14-9-2-1-nw1/4 
1946 1946 14 1 2 3 75 37.5 14 14-10-6-21/2 
1946 1946 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-11-7-2s`/1 
1979 1979 14 1 2 2 700 350 14 14-12-7-1nw1/4 
1947 1946 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-13-4-1n1/2 
1948 1972 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-14-3-1n1/2 
1944 1944 14 1 2 3 75 37.5 14 14-15-1-2s1/2 
1945 1965 14 1 4 3 150 37.5 14 14-16-4,11-2s1/2 
1944 1944 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-17-3-2n1/2 
1979 1979 14 1 2 2 500 250 14 14-18-2-2s1/2 
1946 1946 14 1 4 1 150 37.5 14 14-19-1-2s1/2 
1947 1947 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-20-1-2s1/2 
1946 1946 14 2 2 2 87.5 43.75 14 14-21-6-1ne1/4 
1948 1948 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-22-1-2s1/2 
1944 1944 14 1 4 3 150 37.5 14 14-23-1-1n1/2 
2004 2003 14 2 1 1 750 750 14 14-24-10-1ne1/4 
1943 1943 14 1 4 2 150 37.5 14 14-25-3-1n1/2 
1979 1979 14 1 1 1 250 250 14 14-26-7-1n1/2 
1945 1937 14 1 2 4 150 75 14 14-27-1-2s1/2 
1948 1959 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-28-1-2n1/2 
1944 1944 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-29-2-1n1/2 
1944 1944 14 1 2 2 75 37.5 14 14-30-6-1n1/2 
1979 1979 14 1 2 2 500 250 14 14-31-2-1n1/2 
1941 1941 14 1 6 5 300 50 14 14-32-7-2s1/2 
2006 
 
16 1 4 0 6000 1500 16 16-1 
2008 2008 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-13 
2007 
 
16 1 9 0 13500 1500 16 16-15 
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2006 
 
16 1 1 0 1500 1500 16 16-20 
2006 
 
16 1 2 0 3000 1500 16 16-27 
2006 1979 16 1 3 1 4500 1500 16 16-32 
2006 
 
16 1 6 0 9000 1500 16 16-38 
2006 2004 16 1 8 2 
 
0 16 16-104 
2006 2006 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-57 
2006 
 
16 1 1 0 1500 1500 16 16-67 
2009 2005 16 1 2 1 
 
0 16 16-70 
2009 2009 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-72 
2008 1917 16 1 6 3 
 
0 16 16-74 
2006 
 
16 1 6 0 
 
0 16 16- 79 
2006 
 
16 1 6 0 
 
0 16 16- 81 
2007 2005 16 1 8 1 
 
0 16 16-119 
2006 2005 16 1 8 1 12000 1500 16 16-156 
2006 2006 16 1 2 1 3000 1500 16 16-111 
2006 
 
16 1 4 0 6000 1500 16 16-123 
2006 2006 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-136 
2006 
 
16 1 4 0 6000 1500 16 16-139 
2007 2007 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-149 
2008 2004 16 2 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-150 
2006 
 
16 1 8 0 
 
0 16 16-157 
2006 2006 16 1 8 1 12000 1500 16 16-174 
2007 2007 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-189 
2006 2006 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-198 
2006 
 
16 1 6 0 9000 1500 16 16-163 
2006 1991 16 2 1 2 
 
0 16 16-202 
2006 2006 16 1 2 1 3000 1500 16 16-211 
2006 2006 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-218 
2006 2009 16 1 4 1 6000 1500 16 16-234 
2006 2006 16 1 2 1 3000 1500 16 16-260 
2006 2006 16 1 2 2 3000 1500 16 16-269 
2006 2006 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-274 
2006 
 
16 1 48 0 72000 1500 16 16-235 
2006 2006 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-315 
2006 2006 16 1 1 1 1500 1500 16 16-339 
2006 
 
16 1 2 0 3000 1500 16 16-354 
2006 2007 16 1 5 1 
 
0 16 16-367 
2006 1999 16 1 6 2 
 
0 16 16-388 
2006 
 
16 1 3 0 4500 1500 16 16-389 
2006 2006 16 1 2 1 
 
0 16 16-411 
2006 2005 16 1 2 1 
 
0 16 16-439 
2009 2003 17 2 1 1 750 750 17 17-1 
2005 
 
17 1 3 0 4500 1500 17 17-10 
2005 
 
17 1 2 0 3000 1500 17 17-46 
2005 
 
17 1 8 0 12000 1500 17 17-56 
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2009 
 
17 1 2 0 3000 1500 17 17-63 
2005 2006 17 1 2 1 3000 1500 17 17-65 
2005 
 
17 1 5 0 
 
0 17 17-83 
2006 
 
17 1 1 0 
 
0 17 17-86 
2005 2005 17 2 1 1 750 750 17 17-98 
2005 2005 17 2 1 2 375 375 17 17-103 
2007 2003 17 2 1 1 375 375 17 17-107 
2006 2005 17 2 1 1 375 375 17 17-108 
2008 
 
17 2 1 0 750 750 17 17-113 
2005 
 
17 1 1 0 1500 1500 17 17-130 
2005 2004 17 2 1 1 750 750 17 17-132 
2005 
 
17 1 2 0 3000 1500 17 17-134 
2005 
 
17 1 4 0 6000 1500 17 17-136 
2005 
 
17 2 1 0 750 750 17 17-152 
2005 
 
17 2 3 0 2250 750 17 17-161 
2005 
 
17 2 1 0 750 750 17 17-169 
2005 1981 17 1 43 3 62250 1447.67 17 17-192 
2005 2004 17 1 3 1 
 
0 17 17-159 
2008 2008 18 2 1 1 750 750 18 18-4 
2007 
 
18 1 4 0 6000 1500 18 18-12 
2007 2007 18 1 1 1 1500 1500 18 18-19 
2007 2007 18 1 2 1 3000 1500 18 18-20 
2009 2009 18 1 1 1 1500 1500 18 18-39 
2007 
 
18 1 2 0 3000 1500 18 18-49 
2008 2008 18 2 1 1 375 375 18 18-57 
2009 
 
19 1 2 0 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-3 
2009 2009 19 1 2 1 
 
0 19 19-1-0-33 
2010 
 
19 1 3 0 4500 1500 19 19-1-0-44 
2009 2009 19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-50 
2009 2009 19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-54 
2009 2009 19 2 1 1 750 750 19 19-1-0-64 
2008 
 
19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-77 
2009 2009 19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-89 
2009 2009 19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-93 
2009 1978 19 1 2 2 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-98 
2009 2009 19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-102 
2008 
 
19 1 4 0 
 
0 19 19-1-0-119 
2008 
 
19 1 2 0 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-125 
2008 
 
19 2 1 0 750 750 19 19-1-0-126 
2008 2008 19 2 1 0 750 750 19 19-1-0-127 
2009 2009 19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-147 
2009 2009 19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-156 
2009 2009 19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-186 
2008 
 
19 1 6 0 9000 1500 19 19-1-0-189 
2008 2008 19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-216 
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2008 
 
19 1 6 0 9000 1500 19 19-1-0-219 
2008 
 
19 2 1 0 750 750 19 19-1-0-225 
2008 2008 19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-234 
2009 
 
19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-259 
2009 
 
19 1 1 0 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-268 
2009 
 
19 1 1 0 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-271 
2008 
 
19 1 6 0 
 
0 19 19-1-0-280 
2008 
 
19 2 9 0 
 
0 19 19-1-0-297 
2009 2009 19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-305 
2009 2009 19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-307 
2009 2009 19 2 1 1 375 375 19 19-1-0-312 
2008 
 
19 1 2 0 1700 850 19 19-1-0-321 
2009 2007 19 1 5 1 
 
0 19 19-1-0-330 
2009 2009 19 1 2 1 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-340 
2008 2008 19 2 2 1 
 
0 19 19-1-0-352 
2009 
 
19 1 2 0 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-365 
2009 
 
19 1 4 0 6000 1500 19 19-1-0370 
2009 
 
19 1 1 1 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-375 
2009 
 
19 1 2 0 3000 1500 19 19-1-0-377 
2009 
 
19 1 1 0 1500 1500 19 19-1-0-378 
2008 2008 19 2 1 1 
 
0 19 19-1-0-380 
2009 2009 19 2 1 1 750 750 19 19-1-0-381 
2009 2009 19 2 1 2 750 750 19 19-1-0-416 
2009 
 
19 2 1 0 750 750 19 19-1-0-428 
2009 
 
19 2 1 0 375 375 19 19-1-0-440 
2009 2009 19 2 1 1 462 462 19 19-1-0462 
2010 
 
20 1 2 0 3000 1500 20 20-2-0-8 
2010 
 
20 1 2 0 3000 1500 20 20-2-0-10 
2010 2010 20 1 1 1 1500 1500 20 20-2-0-16 
2010 2010 20 1 1 1 1500 1500 20 20-2-018 
2010 2009 20 1 10 1 
 
0 20 20-2-0-21 
2010 2000 20 1 2 1 
 
0 20 20-2-0-99 
2010 2010 20 1 2 1 3000 1500 20 20-2-0-273 
2010 2009 20 1 8 1 
 
0 20 20-2-0-278 
2010 2010 20 1 1 1 3000 3000 20 20-2-0-301 
2010 
 
20 1 4 0 
 
0 20 20-2-0-310 
2010 2010 20 1 2 1 3000 1500 20 20-2-0-315 
2010 
 
20 1 2 0 3000 1500 20 20-2-0-317 
2010 
 
20 1 2 0 3000 1500 20 20-2-0-318 
2010 2010 20 2 1 1 375 375 20 20-2-0-352 
1910 1919 100 1 2 1 10 5 a a-1-2-ne-2 
1901 1901 100 1 8 7 30 3.75 a a-2-1-sw-1 
1907 1927 100 1 2 3 10 5 a a-3-c-ne1/4 
1907 1895 100 1 6 6 30 5 a a-4-2-sw1/4 
1906 1916 100 1 6 4 20 3.33 a a-5-2-sw1/4 
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1906 1903 100 1 8 6 30 3.75 a a-6-1-nw1/4 
1906 1914 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-7-1-sw1/4 
1907 1907 100 1 4 3 18 4.5 a a-8-1-nw1/4 
1906 1906 100 1 4 3 18 4.5 a a-9-1-nw1/4 
1903 1917 100 1 3 3 10 3.33 a a-10-3-nw1/4 
1906 1906 100 1 4 4 
 
0 a a-11-1-nw/4 
1909 1909 100 1 8 8 35 4.38 a a-12-1-sw1/4 
1915 1915 100 1 8 3 
 
0 a a-13-2-sw1/4 
1904 1904 100 1 8 2 40 5 a a-14-1-nw1/4 
1910 1916 100 1 4 2 15 3.75 a a-15-2-ne1/4 
1903 1909 100 1 8 8 30 3.75 a a-16-unk 
1905 1905 100 1 4 1 18 4.5 a a-17-2-ne1/4 
1900 1900 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-18-1-nw1/4 
1902 1904 100 1 4 3 18 4.5 a a-19-2-nw1/4 
1899 1940 100 1 2 1 10 5 a a-20-1-sw1/4 
1906 1906 100 1 4 8 18 4.5 a a-21-1-nw1/4 
1904 1902 100 1 8 4 30 3.75 a a-22-1-nw1/4 
1904 1934 100 1 4 3 18 4.5 a a-23-2-ne1/4 
1909 1909 100 1 4 4 15 3.75 a a-24-2-sw1/4 
1886 1902 100 1 10 9 30 3 a a-25-1-ne1/4 
1910 1910 100 1 2 1 10 5 a a-26-1-nw1/4 
1905 1905 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-27-2-nw1/4 
1903 1927 100 1 8 5 30 3.75 a a-28-1-nw1/4 
1901 1904 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-29-1-sw1/4 
1896 
 
100 1 4 4 15 3.75 a a-30-1-se1/4 
1892 1886 100 1 8 6 30 3.75 a a-31-2-ne1/4 
1886 1886 100 1 10 9 
 
0 a a-32-c-e/2 
1891 1888 100 1 10 10 
 
0 a a-33-1-ne1/4 
1891 1891 100 1 10 10 
 
0 a a-34-2-sw1/4 
1900 1900 100 1 3 3 
 
0 a a-35-1-ne1/4 
1899 1896 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-36-2-nw1/4 
1905 1908 100 1 4 2 18 4.5 a a-37-1-sw 1/4 
1904 
 
100 1 8 0 35 4.38 a a-38- unoc 
 
1905 100 1 4 3 
 
0 a a-39-1-sw1/4 
1886 1886 100 1 8 3 25 3.13 a a-40-sw-2 
1904 1911 100 1 3 3 9 3 a a-41-1-sw1/4 
1903 1913 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-42-1-nw 
1924 1924 100 1 2 0 
 
0 a a-43-sw1/4 
1884 1888 100 1 6 2 11 1.83 a a-44-1-sw1/4 
1887 1885 100 1 8 5 12 1.5 a a-45-1-sw1/4 
1892 1891 100 1 8 
 
30 3.75 a a-46-2-sw1/4 
1892 1914 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-47-1-sw1/4 
1885 1933 100 1 8 5 
 
0 a a-48-2-se1/4 
1892 1953 100 1 2 1 10 5 a a-49-2-sw1/4 
1909 1909 100 1 2 1 10 5 a a-50-2-ne1/4 
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1899 1899 100 1 4 3 18 4.5 a a-51-1-sw1/4 
1883 1883 100 1 8 4 
 
0 a a-52-2-nw1/4 
1905 1905 100 1 4 3 15 3.75 a a-53-1-sw1/4 
1897 
 
100 1 2 0 10 5 a a-54-nw1/4 
1904 1904 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-55-2-se/4 
1898 1903 100 1 4 4 25 6.25 a a-56-2-nw1/4 
1896 1930 100 2 4 6 
 
0 a a-57-1-sw1/2 
1896 1894 100 1 4 4 15 3.75 a a-58-1-ne1/4 
1886 1886 100 1 8 2 
 
0 a a-59-1-sw1/4 
1932 1932 100 1 4 4 
 
0 a a-60-1-sw1/4 
1886 1946 100 1 4 4 11 2.75 a a-61-1-sw1/4 
1903 1900 100 1 3 3 10 3.33 a a-62-1-nw1/4 
1903 
 
100 1 8 6 30 3.75 a a-63-2-nw1/4 
1902 1878 100 1 10 6 30 3 a a-64-cent-e1/2 
1913 1914 100 1 
 
4 30 
 
a a-65-1-n 
1903 1889 100 1 8 8 30 3.75 a a-66-2-sw1/4 
1898 1898 100 1 7 7 18 2.57 a a-67-1-ne1/4 
1896 1895 100 1 10 5 30 3 a a-68-1-sw1/4 
1888 1888 100 1 4 4 
 
0 a a-69-2-sw1/4 
  
100 1 10 0 
 
0 a a-70- 
  
100 1 8 0 
 
0 a a-71- 
2005 2005 100 1 4 2 6000 1500 a a-72-2-ne1/4 
1889 1889 100 1 4 1 12 3 a a-73-1-sw1/4 
1892 1892 100 1 8 6 25 3.13 a a-74-2-se1/4 
1896 1895 100 1 6 5 18 3 a a-75-1-nw1/4 
1896 1941 100 1 5 3 18 3.6 a a-76-1-se1/4 
1904 1898 100 1 2 1 10 5 a a-77-1-nw1/4 
1904 1904 100 1 6 4 18 3 a a-78-1-ne1/4 
1896 1932 100 1 8 4 30 3.75 a a-79-1-ne1/4 
1901 1901 100 1 2 3 10 5 a a-80-1-ne1/4 
1886 1883 100 1 10 5 11 1.1 a a-81-c-w1/2 
1888 1888 100 1 4 1 11 2.75 a a-82-2-ne1/4 
1904 1901 100 1 2 3 10 5 a a-83-1-sw1/4 
 
1887 100 1 2 1 
 
0 a a-84-1-sw1/4 
  
100 1 4 0 
 
0 a a-85-n1/2 
 
1917 100 2 2 
  
0 a a-86-2-nw1/4 
1893 1890 100 1 10 8 
 
0 a a-87-2-nw1/4 
1896 1920 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-88-1-sw1/4 
1901 1895 100 1 10 10 35 3.5 a a-89-1-nw1/4 
1903 1902 100 1 4 3 50 12.5 a a-90-1-nw1/4 
1896 1893 100 1 4 4 20 5 a a-91-1-ne1/4 
1891 1891 100 1 10 2 25 2.5 a a-92-2-nw1/4 
1886 1886 100 1 4 4 12 3 a a-93-1-sw1/4 
1909 1909 100 1 4 4 
 
0 a a-94-nw-1 
  
100 1 10 0 
 
0 a a-95- 
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1885 100 1 10 11 
 
0 a a-96-1-sw1/4 
  
100 1 2 1 
 
0 a a-97-1-ne1/4 
  
100 1 10 0 
 
0 a a-98- 
1901 1915 100 1 10 5 30 3 a a-99-1-sw1/4 
1897 1907 100 1 8 6 30 3.75 a a-100-1-sw1/4 
1903 1903 100 1 4 3 28 7 a a-101-2-sw1/4 
1903 1903 100 1 10 7 30 3 a a-102-2-nw1/4 
1911 1911 100 1 4 3 18 4.5 a a-103-1-sw1/4 
1899 1899 100 1 4 2 18 4.5 a a-104-2-sw1/4 
1892 1891 100 1 2 3 
 
0 a a-105-1-nw1/4 
  
100 1 4 4 
 
0 a a-106-1-nw1/4 
 
1884 100 1 8 6 
 
0 a a-107-1-sw1/4 
1884 1884 100 1 10 1 
 
0 a a-108-1-sw1/4 
1919 1919 100 1 6 1 
 
0 a a-109-1-ne/4 
1884 1883 100 1 8 9 
 
0 a a-110-2-sw1/4 
 
1887 100 1 2 2 
 
0 a a-111-2-nw1/4 
 
1886 100 1 10 2 
 
0 a a-112-2-sw1/4 
1886 1883 100 1 10 5 
 
0 a a-113-1-se1/4 
1886 1908 100 1 8 3 
 
0 a a-114-2-ne1/4 
1884 1886 100 1 10 3 
 
0 a a-115-1-sw1/4 
 
1888 100 1 10 2 
 
0 a a-116-c-w1/2 
  
100 1 10 0 
 
0 a a-117- 
 
1921 100 1 10 2 
 
0 a a-118-2-nw1/4 
1911 1886 100 1 5 2 
 
0 a a-119-2-ne1/4 
 
1914 100 1 10 2 
 
0 a a-120-1-ne1/4 
 
1892 100 1 7 6 
 
0 a a-121-1-se1/4 
1896 1894 100 1 5 4 
 
0 a a-122-1-sw1/4 
1902 1902 100 1 8 4 30 3.75 a a-123-1-sw1/4 
1902 1922 100 1 4 2 18 4.5 a a-124-s1/2 
1902 1907 100 1 3 3 10 3.33 a a-125-1-nw1/4 
1891 1891 100 1 10 1 20 2 a a-126-1-nw1/4 
1896 1903 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-127-1-ne1/4 
1885 1877 100 1 10 10 11 1.1 a a-128-1-ne1/4 
  
100 1 10 0 
 
0 a a-129- 
 
1885 100 1 10 1 
 
0 a a-130-1-nw1/4 
 
1886 100 1 8 7 
 
0 a a-131- 
1885 1883 100 1 10 1 15 1.5 a a-132-1-sw1/4 
1887 1884 100 1 13 12 
 
0 a a-133-3-se1/4 
1884 
 
100 1 11 5 
 
0 a a-134-2-se 
1884 1882 100 1 8 6 12 1.5 a a-135-1-sw1/4 
 
1886 100 1 8 3 
 
0 a a-136-1-se1/4 
1892 1892 100 1 4 1 18 4.5 a a-137-2-sw1/4 
2005 2005 100 1 2 2 3000 1500 a a-138-1-ne1/4 
1892 1919 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-139-1-nw1/4 
1886 1886 100 1 4 4 12.5 3.13 a a-140-1-sw1/4 
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1894 1890 100 1 10 6 30 3 a a-141-2-ne1/4 
1912 1919 100 1 4 2 10 2.5 a a-142-1-sw1/4 
1906 1906 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-143-1-se1/4 
1901 1914 100 1 4 4 18 4.5 a a-144-1-ne1/4 
  
100 1 8 0 
 
0 a a-145- 
1885 1885 100 1 10 3 
 
0 a a-146-1-se1/4 
1892 1885 100 1 8 9 30 3.75 a a-147-1-sw1/4 
1900 1900 100 1 3 
  
0 a a-148-ne-1 
 
1884 100 1 10 2 
 
0 a a-149-c-w1/2 
 
1884 100 1 7 7 
 
0 a a-150-1-n1/7 
1884 1877 100 1 12 11 
 
0 a a-151-1-nw1/4 
1885 
 
100 1 10 0 
 
0 a a-152- 
 
1888 100 1 4 
  
0 a a-153-nw-2 
  
100 1 10 7 
 
0 a a-154-2-se1/4 
1887 1881 100 1 4 4 
 
0 a a-155-2-nw1/4 
1885 1910 100 1 10 9 
 
0 a a-156-2-sw1/4 
1905 1902 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-157-1-se1/4 
1925 1929 100 1 4 4 
 
0 a a-158-1-se1/4 
1886 1923 100 1 7 8 15 2.14 a a-159-2-sw1/4 
1886 
 
100 1 8 0 
 
0 a a-160- 
 
1905 100 1 2 2 
 
0 a a-161-1-nw1/4 
  
100 1 8 0 
 
0 a a-162 
  
100 1 10 1 
 
0 a a-163-ne-1 
1887 1887 100 1 10 7 
 
0 a a-164-1-nw1/4 
1884 1880 100 1 8 1 
 
0 a a-165-2-nw1/4 
1884 
 
100 1 10 6 25 2.5 a a-166-2-nw1/4 
1891 
 
100 1 10 8 30 3 a a-167-c-w1/2 
1902 1924 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-168-1-sw1/4 
 
1891 100 1 8 7 
 
0 a a-169-2-sw1/4 
1900 1900 100 1 3 3 30 10 a a-170-1-n1/2 
1905 1921 100 1 7 5 30 4.28 a a-171-1-nw1/4 
1908 1935 100 1 4 4 15 3.75 a a-172-1-se1/4 
1908 1908 100 1 8 7 30 3.75 a a-173-corner-se 
1909 
 
100 1 10 10 30 3 a a-174-1-sw1/4 
1910 
 
100 1 8 3 30 3.75 a a-175-1-se1/4 
1910 1915 100 1 2 2 10 5 a a-176-2-ne1/4 
1910 1910 100 1 3 3 10 3.33 a a-177-1-ne1/4 
1911 1927 100 1 8 2 30 3.75 a a-178-2-sw1/4 
1907 1907 100 1 8 8 30 3.75 a a-179-1-nw1/4 
1909 1831 100 1 8 4 30 3.75 a a-180-2-nw1/4 
1911 1911 100 1 10 10 30 3 a a-181-1-nw1/4 
1932 1932 100 1 4 4 115 28.75 a a-182-2-n1/2 
 
1914 100 1 7 2 
 
0 a a-183-2-s1/4 
1911 1910 100 1 8 8 30 3.75 a a-184-1-sw1/4 
1911 1911 100 1 10 10 30 3 a a-185-1-se1/4 
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1911 1910 100 1 9 7 30 3.33 a a-186-1-se1/4 
1912 1911 100 1 8 3 35 4.38 a a-187-1-nw1/4 
 
1924 100 1 
 
1 
  
a a-188-1-ne 
1974 1974 101 1 2 1 500 250 b br-4-1-nw-1 
1972 1975 101 1 4 1 
 
0 b br-4-2-nw-1 
1974 1974 101 1 3 3 750 250 b br-4-3-ne-1 
1974 1983 101 1 2 2 500 250 b br-4-4-nw-1 
1972 1972 101 1 4 4 1600 400 b b-4-5-sw-1 
1980 1997 101 1 2 2 700 350 b br-4-6-nw-2 
1974 1986 101 2 2 2 400 200 b b-4-7-sw-2 
1975 1975 101 1 1 1 250 250 b br-4-8-ne-1 
1974 1974 101 1 2 2 500 250 b br-4-9-ne-2 
1973 1975 101 1 2 2 500 250 b b-4-10-ne-2 
1972 1981 101 1 8 2 1600 200 b b-4-11-sw-1 
1923 1918 101 1 10 9 60 6 b b-29-se-1 
1971 1977 101 1 2 2 
 
0 b b-30-se-2 
1932 1923 101 1 1 1 
 
0 b b-31-sw-1 
1926 1923 101 1 8 6 40 5 b b-32-sw-2 
1924 1924 101 1 5 3 20 4 b b-33-w-c 
1924 1924 101 1 4 3 20 5 b b-34-ne-1 
1925 1925 101 1 6 5 40 6.66 b b-35-ne-1 
1923 1923 101 1 8 5 35 4.38 b b-36-sw-1 
1925 1925 101 1 8 7 50 6.25 b b-37-sw-2 
1924 1927 101 1 8 8 60 7.5 b b-38-e-c 
1923 1927 101 1 8 2 50 6.25 b b-39-sw-1 
1925 1925 101 1 8 6 50 6.25 b b-40-ne-2 
1924 1923 101 1 4 4 35 8.75 b b-41-s 
1926 1926 101 1 2 1 10 5 b b-42-nw-1 
1926 1926 101 1 2 1 10 5 b b-42-ne-1 
1926 1926 101 1 8 5 40 5 b b-43-sw-1 
1925 1925 101 1 8 1 40 5 b b-44-nw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 8 6 40 5 b b-45-w-c 
1925 1925 101 1 8 4 50 6.25 b b-46-sw-1 
1923 1951 101 1 8 7 50 6.25 b b-47-nw-2 
1923 
 
101 1 8 0 50 6.25 b b-48- 
1925 1925 101 1 8 4 50 6.25 b b-49-sw-1 
1924 1923 101 1 6 1 40 6.67 b b-50-sw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 4 3 20 5 b b-51-nw-c 
1925 1925 101 1 8 7 40 5 b b-52-se-1 
1923 1923 101 1 3 3 35 11.67 b b-53-nw-2 
 
1925 101 1 10 10 50 5 b b-54-sw-2 
1924 1924 101 1 8 8 60 7.5 b b-55-se-2 
2007 2006 101 1 2 1 3000 1500 b b-56-ne-2 
1925 
 
101 1 8 5 50 6.25 b b-57-nw-1 
1923 1923 101 1 4 5 35 8.75 b b-58-sw-1 
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1926 1926 101 1 8 4 40 5 b b-59-sw-1 
2007 2007 101 1 1 1 1500 1500 b b-60-ne-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 3 50 12.5 b b-61-ne-2 
1926 1928 101 1 2 2 15 7.5 b b-62-sw-1 
1926 1925 101 1 2 2 50 25 b b-63-sw-1 
1926 1926 101 1 8 6 50 6.25 b b-64-nw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 3 30 7.5 b b-65-sw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 
 
6 75 
 
b b-66-se-c 
1924 1924 101 1 7 7 40 5.71 b b-67-sw-2 
1924 
 
101 1 8 6 40 5 b b-68-se-1 
1924 1924 101 1 8 8 40 5 b b-69-ne-1 
1925 1925 101 1 8 7 40 5 b b-70-nw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 8 6 40 5 b b-71-nw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 8 4 40 5 b b-72-sw-1 
1925 1925 101 1 2 1 10 5 b b-73-sw-1 
1929 1929 101 1 2 3 10 5 b b-74-nw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 4 20 5 b b-75-nw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 3 20 5 b b-76-ne-1 
1926 1928 101 1 4 4 20 5 b b-77-ne-1 
1925 1925 101 1 4 4 20 5 b b-78-nw-1 
1925 1925 101 1 8 5 40 5 b b-79-sw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-80-nw-1 
1949 1949 101 1 2 2 
 
0 b b-81-nw-2 
1924 1924 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-82-sw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-83-ne-2 
1925 1925 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-84-nw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 8 10 40 5 b b-85-nw-2 
1925 1925 101 1 8 5 40 5 b b-86-sw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 1 1 
 
0 b b-87-nw-1 
1926 1926 101 1 2 1 10 5 b b-88-se-1 
1932 1932 101 1 2 2 25 12.5 b b-89-ne-1 
1926 1926 101 1 4 5 10 2.5 b b-90-se-1 
1926 1926 101 1 3 3 20 6. 67 b b-91-se-2 
1926 1926 101 1 6 6 40 6. 67 b b-92-sw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 1 1 5 5 b b-93-nw-1 
1926 1926 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-94-nw-1 
1925 1925 101 1 4 2 20 5 b b-95-se-1 
1925 1925 101 1 4 5 20 5 b b-96-ne-1 
1926 1925 101 1 2 3 10 5 b b-97-se-1 
1925 1925 101 1 4 3 20 5 b b-98-sw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-99-ne-1 
1926 1926 101 1 4 2 20 5 b b-100-nw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 1 20 5 b b-101-sw-2 
1927 1926 101 1 3 3 20 6.67 b b-102-e-c 
1927 1927 101 1 2 1 10 5 b b-103-sw-2 
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1927 1927 101 1 8 7 40 5 b b-104-sw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 8 2 40 5 b b-105-sw-1 
1928 1928 101 1 3 2 20 6.67 b b-106-ne-1 
1927 1927 101 1 2 3 10 5 b b-107-sw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-108-sw-2 
1928 1928 101 1 2 1 10 5 b b-109-nw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 8 4 40 5 b b-110-sw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 2 1 20 10 b b-111-se-2 
1926 1926 101 1 8 1 40 5 b b-112-se-2 
1926 1926 101 1 6 4 40 6.67 b b-113-ne-1 
1970 1979 101 1 4 2 
 
0 b b-114-ne-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 3 20 5 b b-115-sw-1 
1926 1926 101 1 2 3 10 5 b b-116-se-1 
1926 1926 101 1 8 1 40 5 b b-117-sw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 4 1 20 5 b b-118-sw-2 
1927 1892 101 1 8 3 40 5 b b-119-w-c 
1927 1927 101 1 10 5 20 2 b b-120-sw-2 
1928 1928 101 1 4 3 20 5 b b-121-se-1 
1927 1927 101 1 3 3 10 3.33 b b-122-se-2 
1928 1927 101 1 5 5 20 4 b b-123-sw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 4 5 20 5 b b-124-n-1 
1926 1926 101 1 8 4 40 5 b b-125-se-1 
1927 1927 101 1 8 7 40 5 b b-126-nw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-127-se-1 
1926 1926 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-128-sw-1 
1926 1926 101 1 8 7 40 5 b b-129-sw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-130-ne-1 
1926 1926 101 1 4 5 20 5 b b-131-se-2 
1926 1926 101 1 2 1 10 5 b b-132-nw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 2 2 10 5 b b-133-se-1 
1927 1927 101 1 8 6 40 5 b b-134-se-2 
1927 1927 101 1 4 6 10 2.5 b b-135-sw-2 
1927 1927 101 1 8 1 40 5 b b-136-sw-1 
1927 1927 101 1 8 6 40 5 b b-137-nw-2 
1927 1927 101 1 8 8 40 5 b b-138-sw-1 
1926 1925 101 1 8 5 75 9.38 b b-205-se-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 b b-206-ne-1 
1926 1926 101 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 b b-207-ne-1 
1926 1926 101 1 4 2 37.5 9.38 b b-208-sw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 b b-209-sw-2 
1936 1926 101 1 2 2 75 37.5 b b-210-ne-1 
1925 1926 101 1 8 6 
 
0 b b-212-sw-2 
1922 1933 101 1 8 9 40 5 b b-213-sw-2 
1926 1926 101 1 6 4 75 12.5 b b-214-nw-1 
1923 1923 101 1 8 9 40 5 b b-215-sw-1 
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1922 1928 101 1 8 7 40 5 b b-216-sw-1 
1934 1991 101 1 10 5 75 7.5 b b-217-e-c 
1925 1925 101 1 6 6 75 12.5 b b-218-sw-1 
1913 1913 101 1 8 5 30 3.75 b b-219-nw-2 
1919 
 
101 1 8 6 
 
0 b b-220-sw-2 
1920 1920 101 1 8 6 40 5 b b-221-nw-2 
1960 1963 101 1 2 2 
 
0 b b-222-sw-2 
1921 1921 101 1 4 3 22 5.5 b b-223-sw-2 
1922 1949 101 1 
 
5 40 
 
b b-224-ne-1 
1924 1924 101 1 8 6 60 7.5 b b-225-sw-2 
1922 1921 101 1 4 5 20 5 b b-226-sw-1 
2008 2008 101 1 1 1 1500 1500 b b-227-nw-1 
1956 1963 101 1 8 5 
 
0 b b-228-nw-2 
 
1920 101 1 10 10 
 
0 b b-229-sw-1 
  
101 1 8 0 
 
0 b b-230 
1922 1922 101 1 8 7 65 8.13 b b-231-nw-2 
1922 1922 101 1 
 
7 40 
 
b b-232-sw-2 
1895 1903 102 1 4 2 50 12.5 c c-1-1-ne1/4 
1892 1893 102 1 8 2 50 6.25 c c-2-1-ne1/4 
1896 1894 102 1 8 8 50 6.25 c c-3-1-sw1/4 
1917 1917 102 1 5 5 50 10 c c-4-2-sw1/4 
1942 1942 102 1 
 
1 
  
c c-5-1-s 
1916 1915 102 1 8 8 50 6.25 c c-6-1-sw1/4 
1896 
 
102 1 8 2 50 6.25 c c-7-1-se1/4 
1896 1894 102 1 8 4 50 6.25 c c-8-1-nw1/4 
1918 1918 102 1 8 6 
 
0 c c-9-2-se1/4 
1918 1918 102 1 8 10 50 6.25 c c-10-2-nw1/4 
1918 1918 102 1 8 7 50 6.25 c c-11-1-nw1/4 
1934 1934 102 1 
 
3 
  
c c-12-1-se 
1918 1918 102 1 6 6 50 8.33 c c-13-1-nw1/4 
1913 1914 102 1 4 4 50 12.5 c c-14-1-sw1/4 
1926 1918 102 1 8 5 
 
0 c c-15-1-sw1/4 
1919 1919 102 1 3 3 65 21.67 c c-16-w1/2 
1886 
 
102 1 4 4 
 
0 c c-p-2-nw1/4 
1919 1919 102 1 8 4 75 9.38 c c-q-1-sw1/4 
1917 1917 102 1 
 
7 60 
 
c c-r-1-se1/4 
1908 1908 102 1 8 6 60 7.5 c c-s-1-se1/4 
1896 1901 102 1 4 2 
 
0 c c-t-2-w1/2 
2000 2000 102 1 1 1 850 850 c rc-36-1-n1/2 
1973 2005 102 1 3 1 750 250 c cr-5-52-1-w1/2 
1976 1976 102 1 3 2 750 250 c cr-5-53-1-nw1/4 
1977 1990 102 1 3 2 750 250 c cr-5-54-c 
1980 1980 102 1 2 1 700 350 c cr-5-55-2-ne1/4 
1975 1975 102 1 4 1 1000 250 c cr-5-56-1-nw1/4 
1976 1976 102 1 2 1 500 250 c cr-5-57-2-nw1/4 
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1977 1977 102 1 1 1 250 250 c cr-5-58-2-se1/4 
1982 1982 102 1 1 1 900 900 c cr-5-59-1-e1/2 
1975 1975 102 1 2 2 500 250 c cr-5-59-2-w1/2 
1976 1976 102 1 1 1 500 500 c cr-5-60-2-w1/2 
1976 1985 102 1 2 2 500 250 c cr-5-61-1-ne1/2 
1975 1991 102 1 2 1 500 250 c cr-5-62-2-w1/2 
1972 1972 102 2 4 2 800 200 c cr-5-63-1-e1/2 
1976 1976 102 1 2 2 1000 500 c cr-5-65-2-w 
1976 1976 102 1 1 1 250 250 c cr-5-66-1-sw1/4 
1976 1976 102 1 1 1 250 250 c cr-5-66-1-sw1/4 
2008 2008 102 1 2 2 1000 500 c cr-5-67-2-sw1/4 
1976 1976 102 1 2 2 
 
0 c cr-5-68-1-ne1/4 
1976 1976 102 1 2 1 500 250 c cr-5-70-2-se1/4 
1976 1985 102 1 2 1 500 250 c cr-5-71-2-sw1/4 
2009 2009 102 2 1 1 
 
0 c cr-5-72-2-nw1/4 
1976 1976 102 1 2 2 500 250 c cr-5-73-1 
1976 1992 102 1 2 2 500 250 c cr-5-74-2-se1/4 
1976 2007 102 1 2 1 500 250 c cr-5-75-1-e1/2 
1976 1976 102 1 12 2 3000 250 c cr-5-74,76-2-ne1/4 
1884 
 
103 1 6 4 
 
0 d d-1 
1904 1904 103 1 8 3 50 6.25 d d-2-1-nw1/4 
1902 1929 103 1 8 6 50 6.25 d d-3-2-sw1/4 
1901 
 
103 1 8 
 
50 6.25 d d-4 
2005 
 
103 1 4 0 6000 1500 d d-5-s 
1912 1912 103 1 4 4 41.66 10.42 d d-6-1-s1/2 
1903 1903 103 1 8 4 50 6.25 d d-7-1-sw1/4 
1903 1902 103 1 8 5 50 6.25 d d-8-1-nw1/4 
1903 1903 103 1 8 6 50 6.25 d d-9-1-nw1/4 
1915 1915 103 1 8 6 50 6.25 d d-10-1-sw1/4 
1912 
 
103 1 8 0 41.66 5.21 d d-11- 
1911 1911 103 1 8 3 50 6.25 d d-13-2-sw11/4 
1906 1904 103 1 4 2 50 12.5 d d-14-1-nw1/4 
1909 1818 103 1 8 1 55 6.88 d d-15-mausoleum 
1898 
 
103 1 8 
 
40 5 d d-16- 
1890 1890 103 1 4 3 
 
0 d d-a-2-w1/2 
1905 1905 103 1 8 2 60 7.5 d d-b-1-se1/4 
1901 1901 103 1 8 7 60 7.5 d d-c-1-sw1/4 
1896 1894 103 1 8 2 60 7.5 d d-d-s/2 
1884 1883 103 1 8 4 50 6.25 d d-e-1-sw1/4 
1977 1977 103 1 2 2 500 250 d dr-5-27-2-nw1/4 
1977 1977 103 1 2 2 500 250 d dr-5-28-1-sw1/4 
1977 1977 103 1 2 2 500 250 d dr-5-29-2-ne1/4 
1977 1977 103 1 2 2 500 250 d dr-5-30-1-sw1/4 
2005 2005 103 2 1 1 750 750 d dr-5-31-1-s1/2 
1975 1975 103 1 8 3 2000 250 d dr-5-32,40-2-nw1/4 
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1976 1976 103 1 2 1 500 250 d dr-5-33-2-ne1/4 
1976 1977 103 1 1 1 250 250 d dr-5-34-1-n1/2 
1977 1973 103 2 1 2 250 250 d dr-5-35-1-n1/2 
1975 1975 103 1 2 2 500 250 d dr-5-37-1-e1/2 
1974 1974 103 1 8 5 2000 250 d dr-5-38-1-sw1/4 
1976 1983 103 1 8 3 2000 250 d dr-5-39-2-nw1/4 
1977 1977 103 1 2 2 500 250 d dr-5-40-2-ne1/4 
1977 1977 103 1 1 2 250 250 d dr-5-41-sw 
1980 1980 103 1 1 1 350 350 d dr-5-42-2-ne1/4 
1992 1994 103 1 1 1 750 750 d dr-5-43-1-nw1/4 
1977 1977 103 1 1 1 250 250 d dr-5-44-2-ne1/4 
1975 1975 103 1 2 2 1000 500 d dr-5-45-1-se1/4 
2008 
 
103 1 1 0 1500 1500 d dr-5-46- 
1974 
 
103 1 5 0 1250 250 d dr-5-47- 
1972 1974 103 1 6 2 1200 200 d dr-5-48-3-sw1/4 
1977 1988 103 1 2 2 500 250 d dr-5-49-2-se1/4 
1982 1982 103 1 1 1 450 450 d dr-5-50-1-ne1/4 
 
1888 104 1 8 6 
 
0 e e-1-1-nw1/4 
1884 1883 104 1 8 7 35 4.38 e e-2-1-ne1/4 
 
1893 104 1 8 4 
 
0 e e-3-2-nw1/4 
1896 1896 104 1 4 4 50 12.5 e e-4-1-n1/2 
1903 
 
104 1 4 2 50 12.5 e e-5-1-n1/2 
1893 1875 104 1 8 8 50 6.25 e e-6-2-ne1/4 
 
1882 104 1 
 
9 
  
e e-7-1-sw1/4 
1888 1888 104 1 8 5 
 
0 e e-8-2-sw1/4 
1891 1891 104 1 8 9 40 5 e e-9-1-nw1/4 
1937 1941 104 1 8 2 
 
0 e e-10-nw1/4 
 
1933 104 1 4 4 
 
0 e e-11-1-ne1/4 
1921 1920 104 1 4 3 
 
0 e e-12-1-n1/2 
1891 
 
104 1 8 1 40 5 e e-13-1-nw1/4 
1886 1886 104 1 8 8 
 
0 e e-14-1-nw1/4 
1914 1947 104 1 9 7 40 4.44 e e-15-c-w1/2 
1915 1915 104 1 4 4 35 8.75 e e-16-1-nw1/4 
 
1914 104 1 
 
9 
  
e e-f-c-e1/2 
1884 1883 104 1 8 6 
 
0 e e-g-1-sw1/4 
1884 1884 104 1 8 7 
 
0 e e-h-2-sw1/4 
1884 1885 104 1 4 4 
 
0 e e-i-1-nw1/4 
1884 1898 104 1 5 5 
 
0 e e-j-1-nw1/4 
1980 2001 104 1 2 2 700 350 e er-5-1-ne1/4 
1979 1983 104 1 1 1 350 350 e er-5-2-1-s1/2 
1980 1980 104 1 2 2 700 350 e er-5-3-1-sw1/4 
1980 1983 104 1 2 2 1400 700 e er-5-4-2-n1/2 
1979 1989 104 1 2 2 700 350 e er-5-5-2-se1/4 
1979 1985 104 1 4 1 1400 350 e er-5-6-1-nw1/4 
1980 1980 104 1 1 1 350 350 e er-5-7-1-ne1/4 
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2008 2008 104 1 2 1 3000 1500 e er-5-16-2-sw1.4 
1977 1977 104 1 2 2 500 250 e er-5-20-1-se1/4 
1977 1976 104 1 3 3 750 250 e er-5-21-2-sw1/4 
1976 
 
104 1 2 0 500 250 e er-5-22-sw1/4 
1974 1983 104 1 4 2 1000 250 e er-5-23-2-ne1/2 
1977 1977 104 1 3 1 750 250 e er-5-24-1-e 
1977 1998 104 1 2 1 500 250 e er-5-25-1-nw1/4 
1973 1975 104 1 2 2 400 200 e e-5-26-c 
1886 1886 105 1 8 4 
 
0 f f-1-1-se1/4 
1911 1911 105 1 5 5 50 10 f f-2-c-e1/2 
1913 1913 105 1 8 3 50 6.25 f f-3-2-nw1/4 
 
1930 105 1 4 4 
 
0 f f-4-2-n1/2 
2006 2006 105 1 1 1 1500 1500 f f-5-2-s1/2 
1914 1914 105 1 4 4 50 12.5 f f-6-1-sw1/4 
1911 1911 105 1 8 2 50 6.25 f f-7-c-n1/2 
 
1890 105 1 
 
11 
  
f f-8- 
1891 
 
105 1 8 4 40 5 f f-9-2-nw1/4 
1911 1911 105 1 
 
5 50 
 
f f-10- 
1915 1893 105 1 7 7 50 7.13 f f-11-10ne1/4 
1916 1924 105 1 3 3 25 8.33 f f-12-2-ne1/4 
1900 1900 105 1 8 2 50 6.25 f f-14-2-nw1/4 
1952 1957 105 1 2 2 
 
0 f f-15-1-sw1/4 
1925 1925 105 1 2 2 
 
0 f f-16-2-ne1/4 
1926 1926 105 1 2 3 75 37.5 f f-k-c-e1/2 
 
1915 105 1 8 3 
 
0 f f-l-2-sw1/4 
1889 1888 105 1 8 2 
 
0 f f-m-1-se1/4 
1884 1881 105 1 
 
23 
  
f f-n- 
1884 1920 105 1 
 
7 
  
f f-o- 
1978 2006 105 1 1 1 250 250 f fr-5-51-1-ne1/4 
1980 1980 105 1 1 2 350 350 f fr-5-77-2-nw1/4 
1976 1976 105 1 2 2 500 250 f fr-5-78-1-ne1/4 
1975 1984 105 1 1 1 500 500 f fr-5-79-2-ne1/4 
1976 1985 105 1 2 1 500 250 f fr-5-80-2-sw1/4 
1975 1975 105 1 3 3 750 250 f fr-5-81-c 
1975 1975 105 1 1 1 250 250 f fr-5-82-1-s1/2 
1977 2002 105 1 2 2 500 250 f fr-5-83-2-nw1/4 
1976 1975 105 1 1 1 500 500 f fr-5-84-1-n1/2 
1975 1975 105 1 2 1 500 250 f fr-5-85-1-n1/2 
2007 2007 105 2 1 1 750 750 f fr-5-86-1-ne1/4 
1975 1975 105 1 8 2 2000 250 f fr-5-87-1-sw1/4 
2005 2006 105 1 1 1 1500 1500 f fr-5-88-1-se1/4 
1976 
 
105 1 8 0 2000 250 f fr-5-89 
1976 
 
105 1 1 0 250 250 f fr-5-90-se 
2009 2009 105 1 1 1 1500 1500 f fr-5-91-sw-1 
1977 
 
105 1 4 0 1000 250 f fr-5-92-s1/2 
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1975 1975 105 1 2 3 500 250 f fr-5-93-1-ne1/4 
1983 1982 105 1 1 1 450 450 f fr-5-94-2-e1/2 
1974 1975 105 1 8 3 
 
0 f fr-5-95-2-se1/4 
1973 1970 105 1 4 2 1000 250 f fr-5-96-1-e1/2 
1943 1947 106 1 2 2 43.75 21.88 g g-1-1-se1/4 
1938 1936 106 1 3 5 25 8.33 g g-2-3-nw1/4 
1943 1943 106 1 2 2 43.75 21.88 g g-3-1-nw1/4 
1943 1943 106 1 2 4 43.75 21.88 g g-4-2-ne1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-5-1-se1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 3 3 25 8.33 g g-6-1-sw1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 3 3 25 8.33 g g-7-3-ne1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 2 1 25 12.5 g g-8-1-sw1/4 
1937 1936 106 1 2 1 25 12.5 g g-9-2-sw11/4 
1937 1937 106 1 2 2 
 
0 g g-10-1-sw1/4 
1937 1946 106 1 4 3 50 12.5 g g-11-1-se1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 3 3 50 16.67 g g-12-1-se1/3 
1936 1936 106 1 8 7 100 12.5 g g-13-1-ne1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 4 3 50 12.5 g g-14-1-nw1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 2 1 25 12.5 g g-15-2-nw1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 4 4 50 12.5 g g-16-2-sw1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 8 8 
 
0 g g-17-1-ne1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 2 3 25 12.5 g g-18-1-se1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 6 4 100 16. 67 g g-19-1-sw1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-20-2-nw1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-21-2-se1/4 
1943 1942 106 1 2 2 43.75 21.88 g g-22-1-se1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 2 1 25 12.5 g g-23-2-se1/4 
1935 1935 106 1 2 1 25 12.5 g g-24-2-ne1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 4 4 50 12.5 g g-25-1-se1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 8 3 100 12.5 g g-26-2-nw1/4 
1941 1941 106 1 2 3 43.75 21.88 g g-27-1-nw1/4 
1937 1937 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-28-1-nw1/4 
1937 1937 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-29-1-sw1/4 
1940 1954 106 1 2 2 31.25 15.63 g g-30-1-se1/4 
1937 1937 106 1 3 3 25 8.33 g g-31-2-nw1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-32-2-nw1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-33-2-sw1/4 
1936 1936 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-34-2-ne1/4 
1937 1948 106 1 4 4 50 12.5 g g-35-1-se1/4 
1938 1937 106 1 3 3 100 33.33 g g-36-1-nw1/4 
1938 1938 106 1 4 3 50 12.5 g g-37-2-ne1/4 
1938 1937 106 1 2 2 25 12.5 g g-38-3-sw1/4 
1935 1954 106 1 6 5 56.25 9.38 g g-39-1-nw1/4 
1935 1935 106 1 2 4 18.75 9.38 g g-40-1-se1/4 
1935 1935 106 1 2 2 18.75 9.38 g g-41-2-se1/4 
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1935 1935 106 1 3 3 18.75 6.25 g g-42-2-sw1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 5 5 37.5 7.5 g g-43-1-ne1/4 
1935 1935 106 1 2 1 18.75 9.38 g g-44-1-sw1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 8 7 75 9.38 g g-45-1-nw1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 g g-46-1-nw1.4 
1933 1933 106 1 3 3 18.75 6.25 g g-47-2-ne1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 2 1 18.75 9.38 g g-48-1-ne1/4 
1933 1932 106 1 8 8 50 6.25 g g-49-2-sw1/4 
1932 1932 106 1 4 7 25 6.25 g g-50-2-sw1/4 
1942 1942 106 1 4 4 87.5 21.88 g g-51-1-nw1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 2 2 18.75 9.38 g g-52-1-se1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 2 2 18.75 9.38 g g-53-1-se1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 g g-54-1-ne1/4 
1934 1934 106 1 2 2 18.75 9.38 g g-55-1-nw1/4 
1956 1942 106 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 g g-56-2-ne1/4 
1933 1933 106 1 2 2 18.75 9.38 g g-57-2-sw1/4 
1953 1938 106 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 g g-60-2-se1/4 
1959 1962 106 1 1 1 
 
0 g g-61-2-nw1/4 
1939 1932 106 1 2 1 
 
0 g g-65-1-nw1/4 
1953 1963 106 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 g g-71-2-sw1/4 
2003 2003 106 2 1 1 300 300 g g-82-2-sw1/4 
1923 1923 107 1 1 1 20 20 h h-6-n1/2 
 
1914 107 1 1 1 
 
0 h h-7-n1/2 
1923 1918 107 1 1 1 12.5 12.5 h h-18-nw1/4 
 
1923 107 1 
 
1 
  
h h-18-ne1/4 
1933 1920 107 1 
 
4 
  
h h-170-2-nw1/4 
 
2008 107 1 1 
  
0 h h-178-se-1/4 
 
1915 107 1 
 
14 
  
h h-198.199-6-ne 
1923 1923 107 1 2 3 12.5 6.25 h h-205-c-sw1/4 
1923 1923 107 1 2 1 12.5 6.25 h h-206-c-sw1/4 
1923 1923 107 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 h h-207-2-ne1/4 
1917 1918 107 1 8 7 30 3.75 h h-209-1-ne1/4 
1921 1925 107 1 1 1 22 22 h h-210-n1/2 
1922 1922 107 1 1 1 12.5 12.5 h h-211-nw1/4 
1923 1923 107 1 
 
4 12.5 
 
h h-212-se1/4 
1923 1923 107 1 5 8 25 5 h h-213-2-sw1/4 
1924 1923 107 1 
 
2 40 
 
h h-214- 
1923 1922 107 1 8 7 40 5 h h-215-1-sw1/3 
1922 1922 107 1 2 3 22 11 h h-216-e1/2 
1922 1922 107 1 
 
1 40 
 
h h-217- 
 
1925 107 1 2 2 
 
0 h h-218-2-n1/2 
1922 1919 107 1 4 4 40 10 h h-219-2-sw1/4 
1920 1920 107 1 2 1 12.5 6.25 h h-220-2-ne1/4 
1922 1922 107 1 
 
1 12.5 
 
h h-221-sw1/4 
1921 1927 107 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 h h-223-2-nw1/4 
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1920 1920 107 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 h h-224-2-sw1/4 
1933 1933 107 1 
 
1 30 
 
h h-225- 
1916 1915 107 1 
 
2 30 
 
h h-226- 
1914 1914 107 1 4 4 17.5 4.38 h h-227-w-1/2 
 
1917 107 1 
 
2 
  
h h-228-sw1/4 
1917 1917 107 1 
 
3 9 
 
h h-229-se1/4 
1918 1918 107 1 2 2 9 4.5 h h-230-1-nw1/4 
1917 1917 107 1 1 1 9 9 h h-231-ne1/4 
 
1919 107 1 2 1 12 6 h h-232-2-nw1/4 
 
1919 107 1 2 1 
 
0 h h-233-1-nw1/4 
 
1919 107 1 5 5 40 8 h h-234-2-sw1/4 
1916 1916 107 1 
 
6 30 
 
h h-235-1-nw1/4 
1917 1917 107 1 2 2 16 8 h h-236-n1/2 
 
1915 107 1 
 
6 
  
h h-237- 
1915 1915 107 1 
 
2 18 
 
h h-238-s1/2 
1914 1914 107 1 
 
3 18 
 
h h-239-e1/2 
 
1918 107 1 
 
2 25 
 
h h-240- 
1926 1928 107 1 2 1 12.5 6.25 h h-245-1-sw1/4 
1941 1941 108 2 8 9 200 25 i i-2-1-ne1/4 
1950 1950 108 1 4 2 200 50 i i-3-1-sw1/4 
1942 1942 108 1 2 3 62.5 31.25 i i-4-1-nw/4 
1943 1943 108 1 2 2 62.5 31.25 i i-5-1-w1/2 
1943 1943 108 1 4 2 125 31.25 i i-6-4-se1/4 
1942 1947 108 1 12 6 350 29.17 i i-7-3-nw1/4 
1941 1947 108 1 12 8 350 29.17 i i-8-3-nw1/4 
1941 1965 108 1 8 3 275 34.38 i i-9-2-se1/4 
1941 1976 108 1 4 2 187.5 46.88 i i-10- 
1942 1942 108 1 8 5 250 31.25 i i-11-2-ne1/4 
1942 1941 108 1 2 2 62.5 31.25 i i-12-2-ne1/4 
1943 1943 108 1 2 2 62.5 31.25 i i-13-2-nw1/4 
1943 1942 108 1 10 8 250 25 i i-14-2-sw1/4 
1935 1935 108 1 3 2 87.5 29.17 i i-15-2-sw1/4 
1941 1953 108 1 8 5 250 31.25 i i-16-1-sw1/4 
1944 1944 108 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 i i-17-10sw1/4 
1946 1962 108 1 4 2 250 62.5 i i-18-2-s1/2 
1940 1940 108 1 6 6 112.5 18.75 i i-19-1-nw1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-20-2-nw1/4 
1937 1937 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-21-2-sw1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 4 3 75 18.75 i i-22-1-se1/4 
1940 1940 108 1 2 3 37.5 18.75 i i-23-c-se1/4 
2009 2009 108 1 1 1 1500 1500 i i-24-sw1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-25-1-sw1/4 
1944 1968 108 1 2 1 50 25 i i-26-1-ne1/4 
1940 1940 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-27-1-nw1/4 
1951 1941 108 1 2 2 60 30 i i-28-2-nw1/4 
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1942 1932 108 1 8 5 200 25 i i-29-1-se1/4 
1940 1939 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-30-2-nw1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 4 3 75 18.75 i i-31-1-se/4 
1936 1936 108 1 8 6 150 18.75 i i-32-1-nw1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-33-2-nw1/4 
1942 1942 108 1 2 2 50 25 i i-34-1-nw1/4 
1941 1949 108 1 12 7 250 20.83 i i-35- 
1947 1947 108 1 2 2 100 50 i i-36-1-sw1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-37-2-nw1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 8 7 200 25 i i-38-1-sw1/4 
1938 1938 108 1 3 3 31.25 10.41 i i-39-3-ne1/4 
1937 1937 108 1 8 6 125 15.63 i i-40-2-nw1/4 
1938 1934 108 1 4 4 62.5 15.63 i i-41-1-sw1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 5 5 75 15 i i-42-2-nw1/4 
1942 1942 108 1 2 1 50 25 i i-43-2-nw1/4 
1944 1941 108 1 4 4 100 25 i i-44-2-se1/4 
1942 1956 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-45-2-nw1/4 
1942 1942 108 1 2 2 50 25 i i-46-1-sw1/4 
1943 1946 108 1 2 2 50 25 i i-47-1-sw1/4 
1941 
 
108 1 4 0 100 25 i i-48-e1/2 
1939 1939 108 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 i i-49-1-sw1/4 
1938 1938 108 1 2 2 31.25 15.63 i i-50-2-nw1/4 
1938 1938 108 1 4 4 62.5 15.63 i i-51-2-se1/4 
1941 1940 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-52-2-nw1/4 
 
1951 108 1 4 4 
 
0 i i-53-2-nw1/4 
1942 1942 108 1 2 2 50 25 i i-54-1-nw1/4 
1941 1943 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-55-2-ne1/4 
 
1945 108 1 3 3 
 
0 i i-57-1-sw1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-58-1-nw1/4 
1943 1943 108 1 4 2 100 25 i i-59-1-sw1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 2 2 50 25 i i-60-2-nw1/4 
1938 1938 108 1 5 5 62.5 12.5 i i-61-c-e1/2 
1937 1937 108 1 4 4 62.5 15.63 i i-62-1-nw1/4 
2009 2009 108 1 1 1 1500 1500 i i-63-1-se1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 4 4 75 18.75 i i-64-1-sw1/4 
1940 1940 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-65-1-nw1/4 
1943 1941 108 1 5 3 100 20 i i-66-1-sw1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 4 2 100 25 i i-67-1-sw1/4 
1940 1940 108 1 4 3 75 18.75 i i-68-1-sw1/4 
1951 1941 108 1 2 2 50 25 i i-69-1-ne1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 4 2 100 25 i i-70-1-nw1/4 
2003 2003 108 1 2 1 3000 1500 i i-71-2-se1/4 
1934 1934 108 1 7 5 100 14.29 i i-72-2-ne1/4 
1947 1947 108 1 2 2 150 75 i i-73-1-n1/2 
1940 1940 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-74-1-nw1/4 
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1937 1937 108 1 8 7 125 15.63 i i-75-1-ne1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 2 1 37.5 18.75 i i-76-2-nw1/4 
1943 1956 108 1 2 1 50 25 i i-77-1-nw1/4 
1941 1955 108 1 8 7 200 25 i i-78-2-sw1/4 
1943 1959 108 1 4 1 100 25 i i-79-1-sw1/4 
1941 1941 108 1 2 1 50 25 i i-80-2-nw1/4 
1943 1943 108 1 6 6 150 25 i i-81-1-ne1/4 
1940 1940 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-82-10nw1/4 
1940 1940 108 1 2 2 75 37.5 i i-83-1-nw1/4 
1940 1940 108 1 4 4 75 18.75 i i-84-1-ne1/4 
1936 1936 108 1 2 2 31.25 15.63 i i-85-2-nw1/4 
1935 1956 108 1 2 1 31.25 15.63 i i-86-2-nw1/4 
1942 1942 108 1 2 2 50 25 i i-87-2-nw1/4 
1939 1939 108 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 i i-88-2-ne1/4 
1938 1938 108 1 2 2 31.25 15.63 i i-89-2-nw1/4 
1940 1941 108 1 4 4 75 18.75 i i-90-2-nw/4 
1913 1915 109 1 
 
39 99.96 
 
j j-1,2,3,4,5,6- 34sw 
1918 1919 109 1 8 7 30 3.75 j j-7-1-ne1/4 
1937 1898 109 1 10 5 
 
0 j j-8-1-sw1/4 
1917 1931 109 1 
 
2 50 
 
j j-9-2-sw/4 
1916 1916 109 1 
 
5 35 
 
j j-10-1-nw1/4 
1917 1917 109 1 8 4 50 6.25 j j-11-1-nw1/4 
1930 1930 109 1 4 4 22.5 5.63 j j-12-2-nw1/4 
1920 1920 109 1 8 4 40 5 j j-13-1-nw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 2 2 18.75 9.38 j j-14-2-nw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 j j-15-1-nw1/4 
1922 1921 109 1 8 7 40 5 j j-16-2-sw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 4 3 37.5 9.38 j j-17-c-se1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 4 6 37.5 9.38 j j-18-1-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 8 2 75 9.38 j j-19-1-nw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 2 3 12.5 6.25 j j-20-2-ne1/4 
1918 1933 109 1 6 6 22.5 3.75 j j-21-3-nw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 8 5 40 5 j j-22-1-nw1/4 
1918 1918 109 1 4 2 22.5 5.63 j j-23-2-nw1/4 
1920 1920 109 1 3 3 12.5 4.17 j j-27-1-ne1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 8 2 68.75 8.59375 j j-28-1-nw1/4 
1925 1923 109 1 8 8 75 9.38 j j-29-2-nw1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 j i-30-1-nw1/4 
1924 1923 109 1 8 7 75 9.38 j j-31-1-sw1/4 
1924 1898 109 1 
 
12 150 
 
j j-32,35-2-se1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 4 5 40 10 j j-33-2-nw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 8 6 75 9.38 j j-34-2-ne1/4 
1924 1936 109 1 8 7 75 9.38 j j-36-1-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 4 1 37.5 9.38 j j-37-2-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 4 1 37.5 9.38 j j-38-1-nw1/4 
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1923 1923 109 1 4 5 37.5 9.38 j j-39-1-nw1/4 
1921 1921 109 1 
 
5 22 
 
j j-40-1-nw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 2 1 17.5 8.75 j j-48-1-nw1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 4 2 37.75 9.4375 j j-49-2-sw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 8 3 75 9.38 j j-50-1-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 4 3 37.5 9.38 j j-51-2-sw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 8 5 75 9.38 j j-52-1-se1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 2 2 
 
0 j j-53-1-nw1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 8 3 75 9.38 j j-54-2-ne1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 16 10 150 9.38 j j-55,56-c-sw1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 8 5 75 9.38 j j-57-2-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 
 
5 75 
 
j j-58-2-sw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 4 4 37.45 9.36 j j-59-2-nw1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 4 1 37.5 9.38 j j-60-1-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 2 1 18.75 9.38 j j-61-2-ne1/4 
1911 1911 109 1 8 6 30 3.75 j j-67-1-ne1/4 
1912 1914 109 1 
 
6 30 
 
j j-68-2-nw1/4 
1909 1908 109 1 8 6 30 3.75 j j-69-1-ne1/4 
1939 1876 109 1 8 7 
 
0 j j-70-c-w1/2 
1920 1967 109 1 4 4 40 10 j j-71-2-se1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 4 3 37.5 9.38 j j-72-1-nw1/4 
1923 1923 109 1 5 5 37.5 7.5 j j-73-2-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 8 2 75 9.38 j j-74-2-ne1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 2 2 75 37.5 j j-84-2-n 
1946 1945 109 1 6 6 
 
0 j j-85-3-nw1/4 
1920 1947 109 1 
 
2 
  
j j-86-c-s1/2 
 
1874 109 1 8 1 
 
0 j j-87-1-nw1/4 
 
1916 109 1 2 2 
 
0 j i-88-1-nw/4 
  
109 1 8 0 
 
0 j j-89- 
 
1912 109 1 8 1 
 
0 j j-90-1-nw1/4 
1913 1913 109 1 7 7 
 
0 j j-91-1-sw1/4 
1913 1913 109 1 
 
3 30 
 
j j-92-nw1/4 
1913 1966 109 1 4 6 30 7.5 j j-93-1-ne1/4 
1913 1936 109 1 4 2 15 3.75 j j-94-2-sw1/4 
1917 1917 109 1 4 3 16 4 j j-95-1-ne1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 j j-96-2-sw1/4 
1926 1926 109 1 
 
2 75 
 
j j-97-2-nw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 
 
6 75 
 
j j-100- 
1924 1924 109 1 7 8 75 10.71 j j-103-1-nw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 8 8 75 9.38 j j-105-2-sw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 8 6 75 9.38 j j-107-1-ne1/4 
1924 1936 109 1 4 3 37.5 9.38 j j-114010nw1/4 
1917 1917 109 1 8 9 30 3.75 j j-115-1-nw1/4 
1913 1914 109 1 8 5 30 3.75 j j-116-2-nw1/4 
1913 1913 109 1 4 4 30 7.5 j j-117-1-sw/4 
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1915 109 1 5 5 
 
0 j j-118-2-n1/2 
1914 1913 109 1 6 4 30 5 j j-119-1-nw1/4 
1918 1918 109 1 8 9 30 3.75 j j-120-1-sw1/4 
1921 
 
109 1 8 0 40 5 j j-121- 
1925 1926 109 1 5 6 37.5 7.5 j j-122-1-nw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 j j-125-1-sw1/4 
1926 
 
109 1 8 0 75 9.38 j j-126- 
1925 1925 109 1 5 5 75 15 j j-127- 
1925 1925 109 1 6 6 75 12.5 j j-128-c-w1/2 
1926 1925 109 1 6 7 100 16.67 j j-129- 
1926 1930 109 1 8 2 75 9.38 j j-130- 
1926 1932 109 1 6 3 75 12.5 j j-131- 
1926 1926 109 1 2 1 37.5 18.75 j j-132- 
1926 1926 109 1 5 5 75 15 j j-133-sw 
1925 1925 109 1 6 4 75 12.5 j j-134-1-sw 
1925 1925 109 1 1 1 10 10 j j-135-2-nw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 6 6 75 12.5 j j-136-c-w1/2 
1925 1925 109 1 6 4 75 12.5 j j-137-c-w1/2 
1925 1925 109 1 8 2 75 9.38 j j-138- 
1925 1925 109 1 8 7 75 9.38 j j-139- 
 
1944 109 1 6 4 
 
0 j j-140-3-nw1/4 
1929 1924 109 1 
 
6 75 
 
j j-141- 
 
1921 109 1 8 6 40 5 j j-142- 
 
1920 109 1 4 4 22 5.5 j j-143-2-sw1/4 
 
1919 109 1 4 3 
 
0 j j-144-1-nw1/4 
1915 1915 109 1 
 
7 30 
 
j j-145- 
1922 1922 109 1 4 3 22 5.5 j j-146-1-nw1/4 
1921 1921 109 1 
 
1 12.5 
 
j j-147-ne1/4 
1921 1921 109 1 4 3 22 5.5 j j-148-n1/2 
1922 1921 109 1 
 
6 40 
 
j j-149- 
1924 1924 109 1 
 
2 18.75 
 
j j-150-sw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 8 6 75 9.38 j j-152-2-sw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 10 7 75 7.5 j j-153-2-nw1/4 
1926 1925 109 1 
 
2 37.5 
 
j j-154-n1/2 
1925 1925 109 1 10 7 75 7.5 j j-155-2-sw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 
 
4 37.5 
 
j j-156-w1/2 
1927 1927 109 1 4 2 37.5 9.38 j j-157-1-se1/4 
1937 1937 109 1 
 
6 87.5 
 
j j-159-2-sw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 
 
4 75 
 
j j-161-2-nw1/4 
1924 1924 109 1 6 5 75 12.5 j j-169-2-sw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 
 
6 40 
 
j j-170- 
1921 1921 109 1 
 
2 12.5 
 
j j-171-nw1/4 
1921 1921 109 1 4 4 22 5.5 j j-172-2-nw1/4 
1917 1917 109 1 
  
10 
 
j j-173-nw1/4 
1921 1921 109 1 
 
3 22 
 
j j-174-s1/2 
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1921 1921 109 1 4 4 22 5.5 j j-175-2-nw/4 
1921 1921 109 1 4 7 22 5.5 j j-176-1-se1/4 
1921 1921 109 1 8 7 40 5 j j-177-1-sw1/4 
1922 1922 109 1 
 
4 22 
 
j j-178-s1/2 
1924 1933 109 1 8 5 75 9.38 j j-195- 
1925 1925 109 1 16 19 150 9.38 j j-196,201-2-sw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 8 3 75 9.38 j j-200- 
1919 1919 109 1 3 4 40 13.33 j j-202-1-se1/4 
1926 1926 109 1 4 2 75 18.75 j j-203- 
1918 1918 109 1 4 4 18 4.5 j j-204-1-nw1/4 
1925 1925 109 1 8 8 75 9.38 j j-246-1-sw1/4 
 
1913 110 1 10 9 
 
0 k k-1-1-nw1/4 
1920 1920 110 1 
 
2 16 
 
k k-2-w1/2 
1920 1920 110 1 
  
30 
 
k k-3- 
1913 1912 110 1 4 4 18 4.5 k k-5-2-sw1/4 
 
1916 110 1 
 
4 
  
k k-14 
1921 1921 110 1 
 
6 16 
 
k k-16-s1/2 
 
1944 110 1 
 
4 
  
k k-17- 
 
1916 110 1 
 
5 
  
k k-18- 
 
1925 110 1 
 
1 
  
k k-19- 
1921 1921 110 1 8 7 30 3.75 k k-20-1-nw1/4 
 
1921 110 1 
 
1 
  
k k-21- 
1921 1926 110 1 8 8 30 3.75 k k-34-2-se1/4 
 
1920 110 1 
 
2 
  
k k-35- 
1919 1919 110 1 
 
6 30 
 
k k-36- 
 
1918 110 1 
 
3 
  
k k-37- 
1921 1921 110 1 10 7 30 3 k k-39-1-sw1/4 
 
1913 110 1 6 3 16 2.67 k k-52- 
 
1922 110 1 
  
12.5 
 
k k-52-ne1/4 
 
1919 110 1 8 7 
 
0 k k-53-1-sw1/4 
1919 1926 110 1 
 
3 
  
k k-54- 
1918 1918 110 1 8 8 36 4.5 k k-55-1-sw1/4 
1934 1935 110 1 4 3 
 
0 k k-btwn 55 & 56 
1919 1904 110 1 4 4 16 4 k k-56-n1/2 
1919 1919 110 1 
 
2 9 
 
k k-57-sw1/4 
1917 1917 110 1 
 
5 9 
 
k k-58-sw1/4 
 
1918 110 1 
 
3 
  
k k-68-n1/2 
1916 1916 110 1 
 
4 
  
k k-69-2-ne1/4 
 
1917 110 1 
 
2 16 
 
k k-70-e1/2 
 
1916 110 1 4 4 
 
0 k k-71-2-ne1/4 
1913 1921 110 1 
 
2 30 
 
k k-72- 
1919 1919 111 1 5 3 65 13 l l-6-1-nw1/4 
1923 1923 111 1 
 
3 135 
 
l l-11-e1/2 
1923 1923 111 1 8 5 135 16.88 l L-12 
1923 1923 111 1 8 6 135 16.88 l l-13-2-se1/4 
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1922 1922 111 1 8 3 135 16.88 l l-14 
2009 
 
111 1 1 0 1500 1500 l l-15-1-e1/4 
1923 1935 111 1 9 8 135 15 l l-16-1-se1/4 
1923 1923 111 1 8 5 135 16.88 l l-17-1-sw1/4 
1922 1922 111 1 4 2 65 16.25 l l-18-w1/2 
1923 1923 111 1 2 1 135 67.5 l l-19-2-nw1/4 
2007 
 
111 1 2 0 3000 1500 l l-21- 
2007 2009 111 2 1 1 750 750 l l-23-1-nw1/4 
1921 1921 111 1 7 7 65 9.29 l l-24-2-nw1/4 
1923 1923 111 1 
 
4 135 
 
l l-25- 
1923 1926 111 1 8 5 135 16.88 l l-26-2-sw1/4 
1923 1923 111 1 4 8 67.5 16.88 l l-27-1-nw1/4 
1923 1935 111 1 6 3 135 22.5 l l-28-2-sw1/4 
1922 1922 111 1 8 7 135 16.88 l l-29-2-sw1/4 
1922 1922 111 1 
 
6 135 
 
l l-30-c-s1/2 
1923 1923 111 1 
 
7 135 
 
l l-31 
1922 1922 111 1 4 3 67.5 16.88 l l-32-2-sw1/4 
1922 1922 111 1 7 8 135 19.29 l l-33-1-se1/4 
1923 1923 111 1 7 5 135 19.29 l l-34-1-sw1/4 
1924 1924 111 1 
 
2 135 
 
l l-35 
1923 1923 111 1 8 9 135 16.88 l l-36-2-se1/4 
1924 1924 111 1 6 8 135 22.5 l l-37-2-nw1/4 
1920 1920 111 1 6 6 65 10.83 l l-38-1-ne1/4 
 
1921 111 1 3 3 65 21.67 l l-39-w1/2 
1921 1921 111 1 
 
8 65 
 
l l-40- 
2007 
 
111 1 1 0 1500 1500 l l-41-1-s1/2 
 
1930 111 1 8 8 65 8.13 l l-42-1-nw1/4 
 
1919 111 1 8 2 65 8.13 l l-43- 
1918 1918 111 1 4 2 22.5 5.63 l l-44-1-sw1/4 
1937 
 
111 1 8 0 65 8.13 l l-45- 
1921 1921 111 1 8 7 65 8.13 l l-46- 
1922 1922 111 1 8 6 135 16.88 l l-47- 
1922 1925 111 1 10 8 135 13.5 l l-48-1-sw1/4 
1922 1922 111 1 
 
4 135 
 
l l-49- 
1923 1923 111 1 
 
3 135 
 
l l-50- 
1915 1922 111 1 
 
0 45 
 
l l-51 
 
1933 111 1 2 2 
 
0 l l-52-2-se1/4 
 
1919 111 1 4 4 
 
0 l l-53-2-se1/4 
1924 1918 111 1 
 
4 45 
 
l l-54 
1919 1919 111 1 
 
7 65 
 
l l-55- 
1914 1916 111 1 8 3 45 5.63 l l-56-2-sw1/4 
1916 1916 111 1 8 9 45 5.63 l l-57-2-nw1/4 
 
1918 111 1 8 4 
 
0 l l-58-2-nw1/4 
 
1919 111 1 8 5 65 8.13 l l-59-2-sw1/4 
2007 2007 111 1 2 1 1500 750 l l-60-2-n1/2 
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1917 1918 111 1 
 
7 40 
 
l l-61- 
 
1919 111 1 8 8 65 8.13 l l-62-2-sw1/4 
1917 1920 111 1 
 
4 45 
 
l l-63- 
1915 1915 111 1 
 
2 45 
 
l l-64-s1/2 
 
1914 111 1 
 
6 45 
 
l l-65- 
1915 1933 111 1 6 5 45 7.5 l l-66-1-nw1/4 
 
1916 111 1 8 8 100 12.5 l l-67-1-sw1/4 
1918 1900 111 1 7 7 45 6.43 l l-68-1-se1/4 
1919 1919 111 1 8 6 65 8.13 l l-69 
 
1915 111 1 8 2 
 
0 l l-70-2-se1/4 
 
1916 111 1 
 
4 30 
 
l l-71- 
 
1917 111 1 
 
4 
  
l l-72- 
 
1915 111 1 4 4 
 
0 l l-73-1-se1/4 
1915 1915 111 1 
 
2 45 
 
l l-74s1/2 
1914 1914 111 1 8 5 45 5.63 l l-75-2-sw1/4 
1892 1914 111 1 8 7 45 5.63 l l-76-2-nw1/4 
1915 1915 111 1 8 8 45 5.63 l l-77-1-sw1/4 
1917 1917 111 1 8 9 45 5.63 l l-78-2-sw1/4 
 
1919 111 1 6 6 65 10.83 l l-79-1-nw1/4 
1893 1916 111 1 6 4 40 6.67 l l-80-2-nw1/4 
1914 1914 111 1 8 9 45 5.63 l l-81-2-se1/4 
 
1919 111 1 8 7 
 
0 l l-82--nw1/4 
1935 1935 111 1 4 3 75 18.75 l l-83-2-sw1/4 
2008 2008 111 1 2 2 3000 1500 l l-84-2-se1/4 
1914 1914 111 1 
 
7 45 
 
l l-85- 
1914 1914 111 1 8 5 45 5.63 l l-86-1-nw1/4 
1914 1915 111 1 
 
2 22.5 
 
l l-87-w1/2 
 
1915 111 1 6 2 
 
0 l l-88-1-sw1/4 
 
1914 111 1 8 6 
 
0 l l-89-1-nw1/4 
 
1913 111 1 8 7 
 
0 l l-90-1-nw1/4 
 
1913 111 1 
 
4 
  
l l-91- 
 
1913 111 1 8 7 
 
0 l l-92-1-sw1/4 
 
1914 111 1 
 
5 
  
l l-93 
 
1914 111 1 8 8 45 5.63 l l-94-1-nw1/4 
 
1917 111 1 4 4 
 
0 l l-95-1-nw1/4 
1919 1919 111 1 8 8 65 8.13 l l-96-1-nw1/4 
 
1920 111 1 
 
3 65 
 
l l-97- 
2007 
 
111 1 2 0 3000 1500 l l-98,99-walk 
 
1920 111 1 1 1 
 
0 l l-99-1-nw1/4 
2007 2006 111 2 1 1 750 750 l l-99-2-sw1/4 
1920 1926 111 1 4 1 32 8 l l-100-1-se1/4 
 
1919 111 1 4 5 32.5 8.13 l l-101-1-ne1/4 
1918 1924 111 1 6 4 25 4.17 l l-102-2-nw1/4 
1916 1916 111 1 
 
5 45 
 
l l-103- 
 
1914 111 1 
 
2 
  
l l-104- 
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1913 1913 111 1 
 
5 
  
l l-105-1-nw1/4 
1913 1917 111 1 8 5 
 
0 l l-106-1-ne1/4 
1913 1954 111 1 8 7 40 5 l l-107- 
 
1914 111 1 8 8 
 
0 l l-108-2-nw1/4 
1914 1914 111 1 8 5 45 5.63 l l-109- 
 
1914 111 1 8 7 
 
0 l l-110-1-nw1/4 
1917 1917 111 1 8 3 90 11.25 l l-111- 
 
1919 111 1 
 
2 
  
l l-112-s1/2 
1920 1920 111 1 8 3 65 8.13 l l-113-2-nw1/2 
1920 1920 111 1 8 7 130 16.25 l l-114-1-nw1/4 
1922 1922 111 1 8 3 65 8.13 l l-115-2-nw1/4 
2007 
 
111 1 1 0 1500 1500 l l-116-1-s1/2walk 
1921 1921 111 1 8 5 65 8.13 l l-117-2-nw1/4 
 
1938 111 1 8 2 65 8.13 l l-118- 
 
1919 111 1 8 4 65 8.13 l l-119 
1917 1926 111 1 8 3 45 5.63 l l-120 
 
1916 111 1 
 
5 
  
l l-121- 
1915 1915 111 1 
 
1 45 
 
l l-122 
 
1916 111 1 8 8 
 
0 l l-123-2-ne1/4 
1914 1914 111 1 
 
1 25 
 
l l-124- 
1920 1913 111 1 3 3 32.5 10.83 l l-125-w1/2 
1917 1917 111 1 8 3 45 5.63 l l-126-1-ne1/4 
1918 1903 111 1 5 6 45 9 l l-127-1-sw1/4 
 
1921 111 1 2 2 
 
0 l l-128-2-se1/4 
1921 1921 111 1 
 
2 65 
 
l l-129-c 
1921 1921 111 1 4 4 65 16.25 l l-130-1-nw/4 
2007 2007 111 1 1 1 1500 1500 l l-131-1-n1/2walk 
2007 2007 111 1 1 1 1500 1500 l l-132-1-c 
1922 1922 111 1 8 7 65 8.13 l l-133-2-nw1/4 
 
1918 111 1 8 5 65 8.13 l l-134-1-nw1/4 
1920 1920 111 1 
 
3 65 
 
l l-135- 
1918 1892 111 1 6 6 45 7.5 l l-136-c-e1/2 
 
1926 111 1 
 
2 
  
l l-137-s1/2 
1914 1914 111 1 5 4 35 7 l l-138-1-nw1/4 
 
1921 111 1 
 
3 
  
l l-139- 
1917 1940 111 1 
 
2 45 
 
l l-140 
 
1921 111 1 6 4 65 10.83 l l-141-1-nw1/4 
 
1921 111 1 8 6 65 8.13 l l-142-2-sw1/4 
 
1921 111 1 8 5 65 8.13 l l-143-1-nw1/4 
2007 2007 111 1 2 1 3000 1500 l l-144-2-s1/2 
2007 2007 111 1 1 1 1500 1500 l l-145-1-s1/2 
1923 
 
111 1 
 
0 135 
 
l l-146- 
1921 1941 111 1 4 4 32.5 8.13 l l-147-2-se1/4 
1921 1921 111 1 8 4 65 8.13 l l-148- 
1916 1916 111 1 6 2 45 7.5 l l-149- 
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1923 1922 111 1 
 
3 65 
 
l l-150 
1923 1923 111 1 
 
1 135 
 
l l-151- 
1922 1922 111 1 
 
1 
  
l l-152-s1/2 
2007 
 
111 1 2 0 3000 1500 l l-153-n1/2walk 
1922 1912 111 1 7 5 65 9.29 l l-154- 
1921 1921 111 1 8 3 75 9.38 l l-155- 
1915 1916 111 1 6 2 25 4.17 l l-156- 
1982 2001 111 1 2 2 900 450 l lr-1-6--w1/2 
1982 1982 111 1 1 1 
 
0 l lr-2-2-2-w1/2 
1981 1991 111 1 2 3 700 350 l lr-3-1-2-w1/2 
1982 1985 111 1 2 2 900 450 l lr-4-2-1-e1/2 
2008 2008 111 1 2 1 3000 1500 l lr-5-4-1-e1/2 
1982 1982 111 1 2 2 1800 900 l lr-6-3-1-e1/2 
1981 2007 111 1 2 1 2800 1400 l lr-7-2-mausoleam 
1981 1981 111 1 2 1 800 400 l lr-8-1,8-1-e1/2 
1981 2001 111 1 8 5 
 
0 l lr-9-2-1-e1/2 
1983 1984 111 1 4 2 
 
0 l lr-10-2,3-1-e1/2 
1983 1982 111 1 2 2 900 450 l lr-11-1-1-e1/2 
1982 1981 111 1 2 2 900 450 l lr-12-1-2-w1/2 
1930 1949 112 1 1 
 
30 30 m m-1-1-se1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 6 5 140 23.33 m m-2-1-e1/2 
1924 1924 112 1 8 5 140 17.5 m m-3-1-ne1/4 
1925 1925 112 1 7 5 150 21.42 m m-4-2-nw1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 
 
4 175 
 
m m-5-unk-unk 
1924 1924 112 1 6 8 175 29.17 m m-6-1-nw corner 
1926 1926 112 1 8 6 175 21.88 m m-8-1-se corner 
1926 1926 112 1 8 6 70 8.75 m m-9-2-nw1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 8 9 150 18.75 m m-10-2-nw1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 
 
8 160 
 
m m-11-1-c-n 
1926 1926 112 1 10 6 150 15 m m-12-1-se1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 12 9 150 12.5 m m-13-1-ne1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 13 9 175 13.46 m m-14-1-nw corner 
1930 1930 112 1 7 4 200 28.57 m m-15-2-sw ne corner 
1927 1927 112 1 8 5 175 21.88 m m-16-2-nw1/4 
1927 1931 112 1 8 5 175 21.88 m m-17-1-nw corner 
1927 1927 112 1 5 4 175 35 m m-18-c-n1/2 
1925 1925 112 1 6 3 200 33.33 m m-19-unk-unk 
1926 1926 112 1 6 8 200 33.33 m m-20-2-sw1/4 
 
1921 112 1 4 3 30 7.5 m m-21-2-nw1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 8 9 175 21.88 m m-22-2-nw1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 11 6 175 15.91 m m-23-1-ne1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 4 3 87.5 21.88 m m-24-2-nw1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 12 11 250 20.83 m m-27-1-nw corner 
 
1918 112 1 
 
8 130 
 
m m-28-2-sc 
1937 1922 112 1 14 8 130 9.29 m m-29-3-nw1/4 
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1924 1924 112 1 6 6 250 41.67 m m-30-1-ne-1/4 
1925 1926 112 1 8 3 250 31.25 m m-31-2-ne1/4 
1926 1926 112 2 8 1 250 31.25 m m-32-2-nw1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 8 7 250 31.25 m m-33-1-ne1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 8 4 250 31.25 m m-34-2-ne1/4 
1940 1940 112 1 5 3 
 
0 m m-35-2-se1/4 
1929 1929 112 1 
 
4 250 
 
m m-36-2-ne1/4 
1928 1928 112 1 
 
3 250 
 
m m-37-unk-unk 
1929 1929 112 1 
 
2 250 
 
m m-38-unk-unk 
1929 1929 112 1 
 
1 125 
 
m m-39-unk-unk 
1929 1929 112 1 
 
3 250 
 
m m-40-unk-unk 
1928 1928 112 1 
 
2 250 
 
m m-41-2-sw1/4 
1928 1928 112 1 8 7 250 31.25 m m-42-nw1/4 
1929 1929 112 1 8 6 250 31.25 m m-43-2-se1/4 
1932 1947 112 1 
  
125 
 
m m-44-unk-w1/2 
1927 1927 112 1 8 6 250 31.25 m m-45-2-ne/4 
1945 1945 112 1 2 2 75 37.5 m m-46-1-ne1/4 
1928 1928 112 1 8 9 250 31.25 m m-47-2-ne1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 5 2 250 50 m m-48-1-e1/2 
1926 1926 112 1 11 8 250 22.73 m m-49-2-se1/4 
1965 1983 112 2 2 2 
 
0 m m-50-1-sw1/4 
1884 1926 112 1 
 
18 485 
 
m m-51,52-unk-unk 
1924 1920 112 1 
 
13 600 
 
m m-53,54-nw corner 
1924 1924 112 1 
 
2 250 
 
m m-55-unk-unk 
 
1905 112 1 
 
4 65 
 
m m-56-mausoleum 
1924 1961 112 1 20 9 525 26.25 m m-57,58-2-nw1/4 
1925 1922 112 1 7 4 250 35.71 m m-59-1-nw1/4 
1923 1923 112 1 
 
2 275 
 
m m-60-1-n 
1923 1930 112 1 8 8 250 31.25 m m-61-2-sw1/4 
1923 1923 112 1 24 7 750 31.25 m m-62, 63, 64- 2-sw1/4 
1925 1925 112 1 4 2 125 31.25 m m-65-2-nw1/4 
1926 1929 112 1 
 
3 250 
 
m m-66-unk-unk 
1925 1925 112 1 
 
5 250 
 
m m-67-c-e1/2 
1926 1930 112 1 4 4 275 68.75 m m-68-1-nw1/4 
1926 1959 112 1 5 3 275 55 m m-69-2-nw 
1926 1926 112 1 
 
2 250 
 
m m-70-unk-unk 
1930 1931 112 1 
 
1 125 
 
m m-71-unk-e1/2 
1929 1947 112 1 5 4 275 55 m m-72-1-ne1/4 
1929 1929 112 1 
 
9 1050 
 
m m-73, 74- 2-sw1/4 
1929 1929 112 1 
 
2 250 
 
m m-75-unk-unk 
1929 1929 112 1 8 6 275 34.38 m m-76-1-sw1/4 
1924 1928 112 1 40 29 1425 35.63 m m-77, 78, 79, 80, 81-1-ne1/4 
2009 2009 112 2 1 1 375 375 m m-82-1-ne1/4 
1925 1925 112 1 4 2 250 62.5 m m-83-2-se1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 
 
2 250 
 
m m-84-c-s1/2 
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1926 
 
112 1 7 0 250 35.71 m m-85-unoc 
1925 1925 112 1 
 
4 250 
 
m m-86-2-se1/4 
1926 1926 112 1 8 7 250 31.25 m m-87-2-se1/4 
1925 1925 112 1 
 
8 250 
 
m m-88-2-se1/4 
1925 1925 112 1 10 4 250 25 m m-89-c-e1/2 
1925 1925 112 1 
 
3 250 
 
m m-90-unk-unk 
1932 1927 112 1 
 
4 100 
 
m m-91-1-ne1/3 
1926 1926 112 1 3 3 250 83.33 m m-92-2-se1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 8 3 250 31.25 m m-93-2-ne1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 
 
2 235 
 
m m-94-unk-unk 
1926 1926 112 1 8 7 250 31.25 m m-95-2-se/4 
1926 1926 112 1 6 5 235 39.17 m m-96-1-se1/4 
1928 1928 112 1 8 2 250 31.25 m m-97-2-se1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 8 4 250 31.25 m m-98-2-ne1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 
 
4 
  
m m-99-2-se1/4 
1925 1925 112 1 
 
2 150 
 
m m-100-2-ne1/4 
1934 1905 112 1 7 8 300 42.86 m m-101-mausoleum 
1925 1925 112 1 4 2 
 
0 m m-106-unk-n1/2 
1933 1933 112 1 16 6 500 31.25 m m-107,108-1-se1/4 
1930 1970 112 1 8 2 275 34.38 m m-109-2-ne1/4 
1929 1929 112 1 4 3 125 31.25 m m-110-unk-w1/2 
1928 
 
112 1 8 0 250 31.25 m m-111-unoc 
1928 1928 112 1 16 4 500 31.25 m m-112,113-unk-unk 
1929 1929 112 1 8 3 275 34.38 m m-114-2-se1/4 
1927 1927 112 1 
 
4 250 
 
m m-115-1-ne corner 
1971 1992 112 1 2 2 200 100 m mr-1-2-w-1 
1971 1971 112 1 2 2 200 100 m mr-2-2-w-2 
1971 1972 112 1 2 2 200 100 m mr-3-8-w-2 
1972 1972 112 1 2 2 500 250 m mr-4-4-e-1 
1972 1972 112 1 2 2 200 100 m mr-5-1-e-1 
1974 2005 112 1 2 1 500 250 m mr-6-2-w-1 
1972 1972 112 1 1 1 200 200 m mr-7-6-w-1 
1975 1981 112 2 1 2 250 250 m mr-8-1-w-2 
1971 1983 112 1 2 3 100 50 m mr-9-1-w-2 
1972 1981 112 1 4 3 
 
0 m mr-10-2-e-1 
1971 1971 112 1 2 2 200 100 m mr-11-1-e-1 
1972 1972 112 1 2 2 800 400 m mr-12-3-w-1 
1972 1972 112 1 2 2 400 200 m mr-13-3-e-1 
1972 1996 112 1 4 2 800 200 m mr-14-6-se-1 
2009 2009 112 2 2 1 1500 750 m mr-15-1-e-1 
1971 1971 112 1 2 2 200 100 m mr-16-12-e-1 
2007 2007 112 1 1 1 
 
0 m mr-17-11-w-1 
1975 1975 112 1 1 1 250 250 m mr-18-1-w-2 
1972 2001 112 1 2 2 800 400 m mr-19-12-e-2 
1972 1972 112 1 4 2 800 200 m mr-20-2-e-1 
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1971 2009 112 1 3 3 
 
0 m mr-21-2-e-1 
2004 2004 112 2 1 1 750 750 m mr-22-7-e-1 
2007 2007 113 1 1 1 1500 1500 n n-1-2-n1/4 
2006 2006 113 1 1 1 1500 1500 n n-2-2-ne1/4 
 
2005 113 1 2 1 3000 1500 n n-3-1-sw1/4 
2004 2004 113 1 1 1 1500 1500 n n-4-2-ne1/4 
1949 1930 113 1 4 4 275 68.75 n n-5-c-nw1/4 
1954 1955 113 1 4 4 240 60 n n-6-1-nw1/4 
1948 1948 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-7-2-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 4 2 250 62.5 n n-8-1-sw1/4 
1948 1944 113 1 6 3 250 41.67 n n-9-1-nw1/4 
1949 1949 113 1 6 4 250 41.67 n n-10-1-ne1/4 
1960 1960 113 1 
 
2 180 
 
n n-11-n. 12 ft. 
1959 1959 113 1 8 5 480 60 n n-12-1-sw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 6 7 250 41.67 n n-13-1-nw1/4 
1948 1948 113 1 4 5 275 68.75 n n-14-c-nw1/4 
1993 1993 113 1 2 1 1000 500 n n-15-1-mausoleum 
1947 1940 113 1 8 6 
 
0 n n-15,16-2-nw1/4 
1975 1974 113 1 2 2 500 250 n n-17-2-nw1/4 
1958 1972 113 1 
 
2 120 
 
n n-18-1-sw1/4 
1954 1951 113 1 
 
3 200 
 
n n-19-c-w 
1945 1945 113 1 5 4 200 40 n n-20-1-e1/2 
1945 1950 113 1 4 4 212.5 53.13 n n-21-1-ne1/4 
1945 1986 113 1 4 2 237.5 59.38 n n-22-1-ne1/4 
1945 1944 113 1 8 3 500 62.5 n n-23-2-sw1/4 
1937 1937 113 1 4 2 250 62.5 n n-24-2-nw1/4 
1932 1932 113 1 16 11 
 
0 n n-25,36-2-sw1/4 
1942 1942 113 1 8 4 500 62.5 n n-26-2-nw1/4 
1945 1945 113 1 4 4 212.5 53.13 n n-27-2-sw1/4 
1945 1945 113 1 8 5 
 
0 n n-28,21-2-nw1/4 
1946 1942 113 1 4 4 200 50 n n-29-2-nw1/4 
1948 1948 113 1 2 2 
 
0 n n-31-2-ne1/4 
1943 1943 113 1 8 1 400 50 n n-32-se/4 
1944 1944 113 1 4 4 212.5 53.13 n n-33-1-sw1/4 
1944 1987 113 1 4 1 237.5 59.38 n n-34-2-nw1/4 
1944 1948 113 1 2 2 250 125 n n-35-1-s1/2 
1931 1933 113 1 8 3 500 62.5 n n-37-2-sw1/4 
1931 1958 113 1 8 3 500 62.5 n n-38-c-n1/3 
 
1944 113 1 
 
1 475 
 
n n-39 
1943 1946 113 1 4 2 212.5 53.13 n n-40-1-nw1/4 
1986 1995 113 1 4 1 
 
0 n n-41-2-nw1/4 
  
113 1 
 
2 
  
n n-42 
1944 1944 113 1 
 
1 
  
n n-43-1-nw 
1944 1944 113 1 4 3 212.5 53.13 n n-44-2-nw1/4 
1944 1948 113 1 
 
2 237.5 
 
n n-45-sw1/4 
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1938 1942 113 1 
 
3 500 
 
n n-46-2-sw1/4 
1942 1941 113 1 8 2 500 62.5 n n-47-1-nw1/4 
1943 1943 113 1 4 2 250 62.5 n n-48-1-sw1/4 
1943 1943 113 1 4 2 250 62.5 n n-49-1-nw1/4 
1943 1943 113 1 8 5 425 53.13 n n-50-2-nw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 2 2 225 112.5 n n-51-c-s 
1949 1949 113 1 
 
2 
  
n n-52-2-nw1/4 
1942 1942 113 1 
 
3 550 
 
n n-53-unk-unk 
1942 1942 113 1 10 6 550 55 n n-54,63-2-nw1/4 
1945 1954 113 1 4 5 212.5 53.13 n n-55-1-sw1/4 
1945 1942 113 1 2 2 
 
0 n n-56-nw1/4 
1945 1948 113 1 8 5 375 46.88 n n-57-2-nw1/4 
1945 1944 113 1 12 7 475 39.58 n n-58,59-1-nw 
1951 1950 113 1 
 
3 250 
 
n n-59-s1/2 
1946 1945 113 1 8 6 375 46.88 n n-60-2-sw1/4 
1946 1951 113 1 4 4 400 100 n n-61-2-sw1/4 
1945 1945 113 1 4 5 212.5 53.13 n n-62-2-nw1/4 
1941 1941 113 1 6 4 412.5 68.75 n n-63-1-sw1/4 
1945 1943 113 1 4 2 250 62.5 n n-64-c-sw1/4 
1944 
 
113 1 2 0 250 125 n n-65-n1/2 
1944 1944 113 1 8 5 450 56.25 n n-66-1-sw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 4 4 212.5 53.13 n n-67-1-sw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 4 3 400 100 n n-68-2-nw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 10 8 375 37.5 n n-69-1-sw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 10 7 350 35 n n-70-c-e1/2 
1949 1953 113 1 10 7 500 50 n n-71-2-nw/4 
1946 1950 113 1 2 2 187.5 93.75 n n-72-n1/2 
 
1946 113 1 1 1 
 
0 n n-73-se1/4 
1946 1948 113 1 4 4 212.5 53.13 n n-74-2-se1/4 
1947 1947 113 1 4 2 250 62.5 n n-75-1-nw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 
 
2 750 
 
n n-65,76-s1/2 
1946 1946 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-77-n1/2 
1946 1968 113 2 1 2 75 75 n n-78-2-nw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 4 4 212.5 53.13 n n-79-n1/2 
1947 1946 113 1 5 5 212.5 42.5 n n-80-2-nw1/4 
1970 1973 113 1 8 2 375 46.88 n n-81-2-nw1/4 
2005 2005 113 1 2 1 3000 1500 n n-82-1-se1/4 
1948 1993 113 2 3 1 133 44.33 n n-83-2-se1/4 
1957 1947 113 1 8 5 425 53.13 n n-84-1-nw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 4 1 425 106.25 n n-85-unk-unk 
1947 1947 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-86-1-sw1/4 
1946 1946 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-87-1-sw1/4 
1947 1962 113 1 3 2 125 41.67 n n-88-2-ne1/4 
1947 1951 113 1 4 2 500 125 n n-89-1-se1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 8 5 400 50 n n-90-2-nw1/4 
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1947 1947 113 1 4 4 225 56.25 n n-91-1-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 8 4 500 62.5 n n-92-1-sw1/4 
1947 1947 113 1 4 2 225 56.25 n n-93-2-nw1/4 
1949 1922 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-94-unk-s1/2 
1950 
 
113 1 8 0 400 50 n n-95-unoc 
1947 1947 113 1 4 1 250 62.5 n n-96-unk-s1/2 
1953 1947 113 1 8 7 500 62.5 n n-97-2-ne1/4 
1947 1947 113 1 4 4 250 62.5 n n-98-1-nw-1/4 
1950 1968 113 1 11 4 500 45.45 n n-99-1-sw1/4 
1951 1969 113 2 2 2 
 
0 n n-100-2-ne1/4 
1949 1949 113 1 4 4 250 62.5 n n-101-2-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 4 4 250 62.5 n n-102-c-s1/2 
1950 1951 113 1 4 3 500 125 n n-103-2-ne1/4 
1949 1939 113 1 4 4 250 62.5 n n-104-1-ne1/4 
1949 1949 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-105-1-sw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 4 3 125 31.25 n n-106-1-nw1/4 
1950 1955 113 1 11 6 450 40.91 n n-107-1-nw1/4 
1949 1949 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-108-2nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 
 
4 250 
 
n n-109-1-sw1/4 
1950 1951 113 1 6 3 300 50 n n-110-1-sw1/4 
1951 1950 113 2 
 
4 500 
 
n n-111-2c-e1/2 
1950 1950 113 2 
 
4 500 
 
n n-112-1-se1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 2 2 250 125 n n-113-2-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 8 5 500 62.5 n n-114-4-se1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 6 5 250 41.67 n n-115-2-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 4 4 250 62.5 n n-116-1-ne1/4 
1951 1983 113 1 10 3 500 50 n n-117-c-w1/2 
1951 1951 113 1 10 2 500 50 n n-118-3-sw1/3 
1951 1951 113 1 10 7 500 50 n n-119-2-sw1/4 
1951 1952 113 1 4 4 250 62.5 n n-120-1-sw1/4 
1951 1951 113 1 5 3 250 50 n n-121-2-sw1/4 
1953 1951 113 1 4 3 250 62.5 n n-122-2-ne1/4 
1952 1951 113 1 10 4 500 50 n n-123-2-sw1/4 
1951 1960 113 1 3 3 100 33.33 n n-124-1-sw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 11 9 400 36.36 n n-125-1-sw1/4 
1951 1951 113 1 6 2 250 41.67 n n-126-1-se1/4 
1951 1951 113 1 8 4 500 62.5 n n-127 
1964 1996 113 1 1 1 60 60 n n-128-2-nw1/4 
1952 1952 113 1 4 2 250 62.5 n n-129-2-sw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 2 2 75 37.5 n n-134-s-ne1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 2 2 75 37.5 n n-135-2-sw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 4 2 150 37.5 n n-136-2-sw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 
 
3 75 
 
n n-137-unk-nw1/4 
 
1940 113 2 1 2 
 
0 n n-138- 
1950 1950 113 1 8 3 300 37.5 n n-145-2-se1/4 
Appendix A: Raw Data (Continued) 
 
 180 
1950 1950 113 1 4 2 175 43.75 n n-146-1-ne1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 2 2 75 37.5 n n-151-2-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 2 1 75 37.5 n n-152-2-sw8' 
1950 1965 113 1 4 4 150 37.5 n n-153-2-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 
 
2 75 
 
n n-154-1-c9' 
2003 2003 113 1 4 1 6000 1500 n n-157-1-sw 
1950 1950 113 1 2 1 100 50 n n-158-nw1/4 
1950 1958 113 1 2 2 75 37.5 n n-163-2-nw1/4 
1950 1950 113 1 2 2 100 50 n n-164-1-nw1/4 
1950 1951 113 1 4 4 200 50 n n-165-2-nw1/4 
1950 1951 113 1 
 
5 400 
 
n n-166-1-sw1/4 
1953 
 
113 1 4 0 200 50 n n-168-unoc 
1938 1926 113 1 
 
6 150 
 
n n-169-1-sw1/4 
1951 1951 113 1 
 
3 250 
 
n n-171-1-w1/4 
1951 1951 113 1 2 2 125 62.5 n n-172-2-ne1/4 
1984 1984 114 1 4 4 1800 450 o o-1-2-s1/2 
1947 1947 114 1 4 2 150 37.5 o o-2-2-ne1/4 
1989 1989 114 1 1 2 550 550 o o-3-1-nw1/4 
1984 1996 114 1 2 0 900 450 o o-4-2-sw1/4 
1949 1948 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-5-2-ne1/4 
1948 1948 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-6-1-se1/4 
1948 1948 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-7-1-sw1/4 
1947 1947 114 1 4 3 150 37.5 o o-8-1-ne1/4 
1947 1952 114 1 4 4 150 37.5 o o-9-1-sw1/4 
1947 1947 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-10-2-se1/4 
1953 2009 114 1 2 1 100 50 o o-11-2-ne1/4 
1955 1955 114 1 2 2 120 60 o o-12-1-ne1/4 
1945 1945 114 1 4 3 150 37.5 o o-13-2-ne1/4 
1947 1947 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-14-1-sw1/4 
1984 1984 114 1 1 1 450 450 o o-15-1-nw1/4 
1946 1932 114 1 2 4 75 37.5 o o-16-nw-c 
1948 1948 114 1 2 1 75 37.5 o o-17-2-nw1/4 
1944 1956 114 1 8 5 300 37.5 o o-18-2-nw1/4 
1985 1995 114 1 2 2 900 450 o o-31-1-sw1/4 
1985 2000 114 2 4 2 1800 450 o o-32-4-1-ne1/4 
1951 1951 114 1 4 4 200 50 o o-33-1-ne1/4 
1952 1952 114 1 4 3 125 31.25 o o-34-1-ne 
1949 1951 114 1 4 2 150 37.5 o o-35-2-ne1/4 
1947 1947 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-36-1-ne1/4 
1948 1948 114 1 2 1 75 37.5 o o-37-2-sw1/4 
1950 1935 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-38-1-nw1/4 
1949 1949 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-39-2-se1/4 
1948 1949 114 1 4 4 150 37.5 o o-40-1-ne1/4 
1948 1948 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-41-2-nw1/4 
2006 2006 114 2 1 1 1500 1500 o o-42-1-sewalkway 
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1968 1968 114 1 2 2 150 75 o o-43-1-se1/4 
1947 1947 114 1 4 4 200 50 o o-44-2-nw1/4 
1946 1946 114 1 2 2 100 50 o o-45-1-nw1/4 
1946 1946 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-46-2-nw1/4 
1947 1947 114 1 5 3 150 30 o o-47-2-nw1/4 
1966 1966 114 1 2 2 120 60 o o-48-1-ne1/4 
1945 1935 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-49-1-sw1/4 
1945 1955 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-50-2nw1/4 
1946 1946 114 1 2 1 75 37.5 o o-51-2-nw1/4 
1949 1949 114 1 6 6 150 25 o o-52-3-ne1/4 
1946 1949 114 1 2 3 100 50 o o-53-1-ne1/4 
1990 1989 114 1 2 1 1100 550 o o-54-2-2-ne1/4 
1984 1988 114 1 4 2 2700 675 o o-55-2-se1/4 
1953 1947 114 1 4 3 150 37.5 o o-56-1-sw1/4 
1946 1946 114 1 2 2 100 50 o o-57-2-sw1/4 
1947 1947 114 1 2 2 100 50 o o-58-2-nw1/4 
1984 1999 114 1 2 2 1800 900 o o-59-A-1-se1/4 
1984 1985 114 1 4 3 1800 450 o o-60-1-s1/2 
1950 1949 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-61-1-se1/4 
1956 1956 114 1 2 1 120 60 o o-62-1-sw1/4 
1950 1950 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-63-1-sw1/4 
1949 1948 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-64-2-nw1/4 
1949 1949 114 1 2 2 100 50 o o-65-1-nw1/4 
1984 1986 114 1 2 2 900 450 o o-66-2-nw1/4 
1949 1949 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-67-1-se1/4 
1946 1949 114 1 4 4 150 37.5 o o-68-2-nw1/4 
1946 1961 114 1 4 2 150 37.5 o o-69-1-se1/4 
1985 1984 114 1 2 1 900 450 o o-70-1-sw1/4 
1948 1948 114 1 3 3 75 25 o o-71-1-sw1/4 
2008 2008 114 1 
 
1 
  
o o-75-tier 1 
2007 2007 114 1 2 1 3000 1500 o o-78-2-sw-1/4 
1984 1984 114 1 2 2 900 450 o o-79-2-nw1/4 
1985 1985 114 1 2 2 900 450 o o-80-2-ne1/4 
1950 1950 114 1 1 1 75 75 o o-81-1-ne1/4 
1951 1951 114 1 2 2 100 50 o o-82-1-sw1/4 
1984 
 
114 1 2 0 900 450 o o-83-unoc 
1992 
 
114 1 6 0 4500 750 o o-84-unoc 
1947 1947 114 1 4 2 150 37.5 o o-85-1-sw/4 
1949 1949 114 1 1 1 75 75 o o-86-3-sw 
1955 1955 114 1 6 4 240 40 o o-87-1-nw1/4 
1950 1950 114 1 4 4 150 37.5 o o-88-1-se1/4 
1949 1949 114 1 2 2 75 37.5 o o-89-1-sw1/4 
1949 1953 114 1 22 11 600 27.27 o o-90-1-sw1/4 
1949 1949 114 1 4 3 150 37.5 o o-91-2-sw1/4 
1984 1995 114 2 2 2 900 450 o o-92-1-s1/2 
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1927 1927 115 1 
 
3 50 
 
p p-1-2-n 
1928 1928 115 1 
  
75 
 
p p-2-unk 
1930 1930 115 1 3 3 60 20 p p-3-1-ne 
1928 1928 115 1 
 
4 30 
 
p p-4-2-se 
1928 1928 115 1 1 1 37.5 37.5 p p-5-2-ne1/4 
1928 1929 115 1 2 2 37.5 18.75 p p-6-1-nw1/4 
1929 1929 115 1 1 1 
 
0 p p-7-2-nw1/4 
1928 1933 115 1 8 5 60 7.5 p p-8-2-sw1/4 
1928 1928 115 1 8 6 75 9.38 p p-9-1-ne1/4 
1928 
 
115 1 
 
0 30 
 
p p-10-unoc 
1929 1917 115 1 5 7 37.5 7.5 p p-11-1-ne1/4 
1929 1929 115 1 4 4 37.5 9.38 p p-12-2-nw1/4 
1933 1934 115 1 
 
4 37.5 
 
p p-13-c-s 
1930 1930 115 1 
 
1 37.5 
 
p p-14-1-ne1/4 
1930 1930 115 1 6 4 40 6.67 p p-15-2-ne1/4 
1930 1929 115 1 1 1 12.5 12.5 p p-16-2-ne1/4 
1928 1928 115 1 
 
4 50 
 
p p-17-unk 
1944 1942 115 1 3 3 50 16.67 p p-18-1-ne1/4 
1929 1929 115 1 2 2 10 5 p p-19-2-ne1/4 
1928 1928 115 1 8 6 50 6.25 p p-20-2-sw1/4 
1928 1928 115 1 4 3 50 12.5 p p-21-2-ne1/4 
1929 1934 115 1 8 6 40 5 p p-22-1-sw1/4 
2007 
 
115 1 1 0 1500 1500 p p-23-unoc 
1929 1929 115 1 12 10 50 4.17 p p-24-3-se1/4 
1930 1930 115 1 3 3 12.5 4.17 p p-25-3-nw1/4 
1929 1929 115 1 
 
1 10 
 
p p-26-unk-sw 
1929 1929 115 1 2 1 10 5 p p-27-1-sw1/4 
1930 1929 115 1 
 
4 25 
 
p p-28-unk 
1930 1930 115 1 10 10 50 5 p p-29-c-s1/2 
1929 1930 115 1 2 2 10 5 p p-30-1-se1/4 
1929 1929 115 1 2 1 10 5 p p-31-1-ne 
1930 1930 115 1 
 
9 50 
 
p p-32-3-se1/4 
1930 1930 115 1 10 6 50 5 p p-33-1-se1/4 
1930 1930 115 1 4 3 20 5 p p-34-1-sw1/4 
1929 1929 115 1 
 
2 30 
 
p p-35-unk 
1930 1913 115 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 p p-36-1-se1/4 
1944 1930 115 1 
 
4 25 
 
p p-37-2-sw1/4 
2008 2009 115 1 1 1 1500 1500 p p-38-1-nw1/4 
1928 1935 115 1 
 
1 37.5 
 
p p-39-unk 
1929 1929 115 2 
 
2 18.75 
 
p p-40-unk 
1928 1928 115 1 2 1 18.75 9.38 p p-41-2-ne1/4 
1928 1928 115 1 
 
1 37.5 
 
p p-42-unk 
1927 1943 115 1 10 9 75 7.5 p p-43-2-se1/4 
1930 1930 115 1 
 
4 150 
 
p p-44-unk- 
1936 1935 115 1 3 3 
 
0 p p-45-c-sw1/4 
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1927 1927 115 1 10 10 75 7.5 p p-46-1-nw/4 
1929 1929 115 1 7 5 65 9.29 p p-47-unk 
1929 1929 115 1 
 
2 30 
 
p p-48-unk 
1929 1957 115 1 
 
1 15 
 
p p-49-unk 
1930 1930 115 1 5 3 40 8 p p-50-1-se corner 
1928 1928 115 1 
 
1 20 
 
p p-51-unk 
1929 1929 115 1 8 1 40 5 p p-52-1-se1/4 
1928 1928 115 1 
 
2 10 
 
p p-53-1-sw1/4 
2009 
 
115 1 2 0 3000 1500 p p-54-unoc 
1930 1930 115 1 
 
3 40 
 
p p-55-unk 
1929 1929 115 1 8 6 40 5 p p-56-1-se1/4 
1929 1929 115 1 
 
1 10 
 
p p-57-unk 
1929 1933 115 1 15 6 40 2.67 p p-58-1-sw 
1929 1921 115 1 2 2 10 5 p p-59-1-ne1/4 
1928 1928 115 1 4 4 20 5 p p-60-2-ne1/4 
1930 1930 115 1 4 4 40 10 p p-61-2-nw1/4 
1941 
 
116 1 
 
0 250 
 
s s-1-unoc 
2008 2002 116 1 6 2 
 
0 s s-2-5 
1932 1932 116 1 
 
8 250 
 
s s-3-1-ne1/4 
1941 1941 116 1 3 4 62.5 20.83 s s-4-c-nw1/4 
1935 1932 116 1 8 7 250 31.25 s s-5-2-nw1/4 
1932 1932 116 1 4 6 125 31.25 s s-6-unk- 
2005 
 
116 1 2 0 3000 1500 s s-7-unoc-sw1/4 
1932 1939 116 1 8 7 250 31.25 s s-8-1-nw1/4 
1939 1939 116 1 
 
4 125 
 
s s-9-unk 
1935 1935 116 1 5 5 125 25 s s-10-1-nw1/4 
1932 1932 116 1 8 5 250 31.25 s s-11-1-nw1/4 
1932 1932 116 1 10 7 250 25 s s-12-2-ne2/4 
1932 1932 116 1 8 2 250 31.25 s s-13-2-ne1/4 
1936 1936 116 1 3 3 125 41.67 s s-14-c-n1/2 
1938 1946 116 1 2 2 62.5 31.25 s s-15-1-sw1/4 
1937 1937 116 1 
 
3 250 
 
s s-16-unk 
1931 1931 116 1 6 1 225 37.5 s s-17-c-w1/2 
1937 1954 116 1 3 3 56.25 18.75 s s-18-1-ne1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 5 5 200 40 s s-19-2-nw1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 4 2 110 27.5 s s-20-2-nw1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 12 7 225 18.75 s s-21-2-nw1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 10 9 225 22.5 s s-22-1-nw1/4 
1929 1929 116 1 9 6 200 22.22 s s-23-1-se1/4 
1928 1927 116 1 8 9 200 25 s s-24-2-nw1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 4 4 110 27.5 s s-25-1-nw1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 4 2 125 31.25 s s-26-2-ne1/4 
1929 1929 116 1 8 7 200 25 s s-27-1-nw1/4 
2005 2005 116 1 1 2 1500 1500 s s-28-1-sw1/4 
1927 1927 116 1 9 4 75 8. 33 s s-29-2-ne1/4 
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1927 1927 116 1 6 6 225 37.5 s s-30-2-nw1/4 
1929 1929 116 1 5 5 200 40 s s-31-c-e1/2 
1928 1928 116 1 12 6 200 16.67 s s-32-2-sw1/4 
1938 1938 116 1 6 4 
 
0 s s-33-2-ne1/4 
1930 1890 116 1 8 7 175 21.88 s s-34-1-nw1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 
 
4 100 
 
s s-35-unk 
1949 1949 116 1 2 2 125 62.5 s s-36-1-ne1/4 
1930 1930 116 1 4 4 175 43.75 s s-37-1-ne1/4 
1931 1931 116 1 
 
3 90 
 
s s-38-unk 
1945 1984 116 1 6 4 137.5 22.91 s s-39-3-sw1/4 
1932 1932 116 1 8 7 200 25 s s-40-2-se1/4 
1932 1932 116 1 
 
4 87.5 
 
s s-41-unk 
1932 1932 116 1 
 
2 43.75 
 
s s-42-unk 
1932 1932 116 1 8 7 200 25 s s-43-2-ne1/4 
1933 1933 116 1 2 2 50 25 s s-44-2-nw1/4 
1932 1932 116 1 3 2 87.5 29.17 s s-45-1-se1/3 
1933 1933 116 1 
 
2 43.75 
 
s s-46-unk 
1937 1954 116 1 8 4 175 21.88 s s-47-2-se1/4 
1940 1940 116 1 3 3 50 16.67 s s-48-1-ne1/4 
1938 1940 116 1 
 
2 87.5 
 
s s-49-unk 
1936 1936 116 1 8 3 175 21.88 s s-50-2-se1/4 
1943 1943 116 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 s s-51-1-nw1/4 
1939 1941 116 1 3 3 50 16.67 s s-52-2-se1/4 
1935 1936 116 1 
 
2 175 
 
s s-53-unk 
1938 1938 116 1 
 
1 43.75 
 
s s-54-1-sw1/4 
1941 1941 116 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 s s-55-2-nw1/4 
1943 1943 116 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 s s-56-1-nw1/4 
1941 1944 116 1 6 5 150 25 s s-57-1-nw1/4 
1940 1940 116 1 4 3 125 31.25 s s-58-1-se1/4 
1940 1940 116 1 12 4 275 22.91 s s-59-1-ne- 
1939 1939 116 1 
 
4 125 
 
s s-60-1-ne1/4 
1940 1940 116 1 
 
4 125 
 
s s-61-2-sw1/4 
1934 1934 116 1 
 
2 125 
 
s s-62-unk 
1939 1938 116 1 8 8 250 31.25 s s-63-2-se1/4 
1953 1954 116 1 
 
1 100 
 
s s-64-2-se1/4 
1935 1935 116 2 2 4 62.5 31.25 s s-65-2-sw1/4 
1933 1933 116 1 2 2 75 37.5 s s-66-1-sw1/4 
1945 1953 116 1 
 
2 100 
 
s s-67-unk 
1943 1943 116 1 5 6 112.5 22.5 s s-68-1-e1/2 
1931 1931 116 1 8 6 225 28.13 s s-69-c-e1/2 
1935 1934 116 1 6 5 225 37.5 s s-70-1-ne1/4 
1933 1960 116 1 
 
1 56.25 
 
s s-71-unk 
1931 1931 116 1 
 
3 225 
 
s s-72-unk 
1935 1935 116 1 
 
3 112.5 
 
s s-73-unk 
1963 1963 116 1 2 2 120 60 s s-74-1-sw 
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1946 1948 116 1 2 1 75 37.5 s s-75-1-sw1/4 
1938 1933 116 1 
 
2 56.25 
 
s s-76-unk 
1931 1931 116 1 2 2 175 87.5 s s-77-1-ne1/4 
1942 1949 116 1 4 5 125 31.25 s s-78-2-ne1/4 
1941 1941 116 1 
 
2 62.5 
 
s s-79-unk 
1935 1935 116 1 8 4 175 21.88 s s-80-1-nw1/4 
1935 1934 116 1 2 2 43.75 21.88 s s-81-1-sw1/4 
1936 1948 116 1 2 2 43.75 21.88 s s-82-1-nw1/4 
1966 2005 116 1 1 1 75 75 s s-83-1-sw 
1934 1934 116 1 8 7 175 21.88 s s-84-1-se1/4 
1952 1952 116 1 2 2 125 62.5 s s-86-1-se1/4 
1940 1940 116 1 8 5 175 21.88 s s-87-2-ne? 
1944 1977 116 1 4 2 125 31.25 s s-88-2-se1/4 
1941 1950 116 1 4 2 125 31.25 s s-89-1-ne1/4 
1940 1940 116 1 5 5 87.5 17.5 s s-90-unk 
1943 1943 116 1 2 2 62.5 31.25 s s-91-unk 
1941 1941 116 1 4 4 125 31.25 s s-92-1-ne1/4 
1941 1941 116 1 2 2 43.75 21.88 s s-93-1-sw1/4 
1938 1938 116 1 2 2 43.75 21.88 s s-94-unk 
1948 1948 116 1 5 3 250 50 s s-95-unk 
1944 1944 116 1 
 
3 200 
 
s s-96-unk 
1945 1945 116 1 6 6 
 
0 s s-97-1-nw1/4 
1945 1944 116 1 6 5 200 33.33 s s-98-2-sw1/4 
1943 1944 116 1 9 8 300 33.33 s s-99-1-sw1/3 
1935 1932 116 2 10 8 150 15 s s-100-unk 
1940 1940 116 1 
 
2 75 
 
s s-101-unk 
1943 1943 116 1 
 
3 100 
 
s s-102-unk 
1923 1923 117 1 8 8 40 5 t t-6-1-se1/4 
1921 1921 117 1 1 1 16 16 t t-7-1-nw1/4 
1923 1937 117 1 
 
2 20 
 
t t-8-unk 
1922 1922 117 1 
 
1 75 
 
t t-9-unk 
1921 1909 117 1 6 5 25 4.17 t t-11B-2-se1/4 
1922 1920 117 1 
 
6 30 
 
t t-12-unk 
1927 1927 117 1 
 
3 20 
 
t t-13-unk 
1923 1923 117 1 6 6 22 3.67 t t-14-1-sw1/4 
1926 1926 117 1 
 
1 10 
 
t t-20-unk 
1923 1944 117 1 
 
1 20 
 
t t-21-unk 
1924 1924 117 1 8 5 40 5 t t-23-1-nw1/4 
1922 1933 117 1 
 
1 9 
 
t t-24-unk 
1922 1922 117 1 8 6 75 9.38 t t-27A-2-ne1./4 
1924 1924 117 1 7 7 40 5.714 t t-30-2-sw1/4 
1927 1927 117 1 4 3 20 5 t t-32-1-se1/4 
1925 1934 117 1 9 3 37.5 4.17 t t-34-unk 
1926 1934 117 1 4 2 20 5 t t-35-unk 
1932 1932 117 1 
 
3 20 
 
t t-36-unk-ne1/4 
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1926 1926 117 1 
 
2 10 
 
t t-37-unk 
1926 1929 117 1 
 
2 20 
 
t t-39-unk 
1927 
 
117 1 
 
0 10 
 
t t-41 
1925 1925 117 1 8 6 40 5 t t-42-unk 
 
1924 117 1 
 
3 
  
t t-49-unk 
1925 1950 117 1 8 9 40 5 t t-50-1-nw1/4 
1924 1925 117 1 
 
4 20 
 
t t-60-unk 
1931 1931 118 1 10 
 
50 5 u u-1-1-se1/4 
2005 2005 118 1 1 1 1500 1500 u u-2-2-s1/2 
1931 2006 118 1 8 1 50 6.25 u u-3-2-se1/4 
1931 1931 118 1 7 6 50 7.14 u u-4-1-ne1/4 
1931 1931 118 1 8 7 50 6.25 u u-5-2-ne1/4 
2008 
 
118 1 4 0 3400 850 u u-6-north walkway 
2004 2004 118 1 2 1 3000 1500 u u-7-3-ne1/3 
1931 1931 118 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 u u-8-2-se1/4 
2009 2009 118 1 1 2 1500 1500 u u-9-1-n walkway 
1931 1931 118 1 
 
3 25 
 
u u-10-unk 
1931 1931 118 1 4 4 25 6.25 u u-11-1-se1/4 
1944 1966 118 1 2 2 50 25 u u-12-2-ne1/4 
1931 1931 118 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 u u-13-2-se1/4 
1931 1920 118 1 4 3 25 6.25 u u-14-2-se1/4 
1931 1936 118 1 3 3 12.5 4.17 u u-15-3-se1/4 
1931 1931 118 1 8 6 50 6.25 u u-17-1-ne1/4 
1931 1930 118 1 4 5 25 6.25 u u-1-ne1/4 
1931 1931 118 1 2 1 12.5 6.25 u u-18-1-sw1/4 
1931 1930 118 1 8 7 50 6.25 u u-19-2-ne1/4 
1932 1932 118 1 8 7 50 6.25 u u-20-2-sw1/4 
1932 1932 118 1 
 
3 12.5 
 
u u-21-unk 
1931 1931 118 1 
 
4 50 
 
u u-22-unk 
1931 1931 118 1 
 
1 12.5 
 
u u-23-unk 
1931 1930 118 1 8 7 50 6.25 u u-24-c-sw1/4 
2007 2007 118 1 1 1 1500 1500 u u-25-1-se1/4 walkway 
1930 1930 118 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 u u-26-1-ne1/4 
1931 1931 118 1 3 3 12.5 4.17 u u-27-3-se1/4 
1930 1930 118 1 2 1 12.5 6.25 u u-28-2-sw1/4 
1930 1930 118 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 u u-29-2-se1/4 
1933 1933 118 1 2 2 12.5 6.25 u u-30-1-ne1/4 
1931 1931 119 1 4 3 100 25 v v-1-1-se1/4 
1943 1943 119 1 5 2 137.5 27.5 v v-2-4-nw1/4 
1939 1939 119 1 
 
2 112.5 
 
v v-3-1-sw1/4 
1942 1942 119 1 
 
3 68.75 
 
v v-4-1-ne1/9 
1941 1940 119 1 
 
3 100 
 
v v-5-unk 
1941 1941 119 1 2 2 50 25 v v-6-2-nw1/4  
1943 1943 119 1 4 4 137.5 34.38 v v-7-1-se1/4 
1941 1953 119 1 5 3 275 55 v v-8-unk 
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1943 1945 119 1 10 9 275 27.5 v v-9-1-se1/4 
1941 1941 119 1 4 4 137.5 34.38 v v-10-2-sw1/4 
1942 1940 119 1 8 4 225 28.13 v v-11-1-sw1/4 
1941 1941 119 1 8 4 275 34.38 v v-12-2-sw1/4 
1943 1943 119 1 8 6 275 34.38 v v-13-2-nw1/4 
1946 1946 119 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 v v-14-2-se1/4 
1944 1907 119 1 14 5 650 46.43 v v-15&16-1-se1/4 
1941 
 
119 1 4 0 
 
0 v v-17-unoc 
1943 
 
119 1 6 0 200 33.33 v v-18-unoc 
1938 1938 119 1 8 3 200 25 v v-19-1-sw1/4 
1938 1937 119 1 4 4 100 25 v v-20-1-nw1/4 
1937 1937 119 1 
 
2 50 
 
v v-21-unk 
1937 1937 119 1 6 6 150 25 v v-22-1-ne1/4 
1937 1937 119 1 8 4 200 25 v v-23-2-nw1/4 
1930 1934 119 1 
 
5 200 
 
v v-24-unk 
1935 1935 119 1 
 
3 200 
 
v v-25-unk 
1936 1936 119 1 4 5 100 25 v v-26-1-nw1/4 
1937 1937 119 1 
 
4 100 
 
v v-27-unk 
1936 1936 119 1 2 2 200 100 v v-28-1-sw1/4 
1935 1935 119 1 6 6 150 25 v v-29-2-se1/4 
1944 1943 119 1 2 3 50 25 v v-30-c-nw1/4 
1934 1934 119 1 2 1 87.5 43.75 v v-31-1-sw1/4 
1934 1994 119 2 2 1 43.75 21.88 v v-32-2-ne1/4 
1932 1932 119 1 4 5 87.5 21.88 v v-33-1-ne1/4 
2005 2005 119 1 1 1 1500 1500 v v-34-1-se1/4 
1932 1943 119 1 8 7 175 21.88 v v-35-unk 
1932 1932 119 1 8 6 175 21.88 v v-36-2-ne1/4 
1939 1931 119 1 8 5 175 21.88 v v-37-1-sw1/4 
1932 1932 119 1 2 3 50 25 v v-38-1-nw1/4 
1958 1958 119 1 6 3 300 50 v v-39-2-ne1/4 
1958 1959 119 1 2 2 120 60 v v-40-1-sw1/4 
1933 1932 119 1 4 4 112.5 28.13 v v-41-1--ne1/4 
1940 1940 119 1 
 
1 56.25 
 
v v-42-unk 
1931 1931 119 1 8 8 225 28.13 v v-43-2-se1/4 
1933 1933 119 1 2 2 56.25 28.13 v v-44-2-ne1/4 
1931 1931 119 1 4 4 112.5 28.13 v v-45-1-sw1/4 
1931 1936 119 1 6 5 165 27.5 v v-46-2-nw1/4 
1931 1930 119 1 8 6 225 28.13 v v-47-1-se1/4 
1931 1931 119 1 
 
3 56.25 
 
v v-48-unk 
1930 1930 119 1 8 5 225 28.13 v v-49-ne1/4 
1930 1930 119 1 
 
2 56.25 
 
v v-50-unk 
1930 1930 119 1 
 
2 225 
 
v v-51-2-nw1/4 
1933 1932 119 1 
 
5 112.5 
 
v v-52-unk 
1933 1933 119 1 
 
6 225 
 
v v-53-1-sw 
1931 1931 119 1 8 7 225 28.13 v v-54-2-sw/4 
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1935 1935 119 1 
 
5 125 
 
v v-55-2-ne1/4 
1939 1939 119 1 4 3 125 31.25 v v-56-1-se1/4 
1936 1936 119 1 2 2 62.5 31.25 v v-57-1-ne1/4 
1938 1934 119 1 
 
2 62.5 
 
v v-58-c-nw`/4 
1933 1933 119 1 4 4 125 31.25 v v-59-2-nw1/4 
1936 1936 119 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 v v-60-2-ne1/4 
1944 1934 119 1 
 
4 137.5 
 
v v-61-unk 
1931 1931 119 1 8 7 250 31.25 v v-62-2-ne1/4 
1934 
 
119 1 4 0 137.5 34.38 v v-63-unoc-s1/2 
1944 1944 119 1 
 
2 93.75 
 
v v-64-unk 
1934 1934 119 1 4 4 125 31.25 v v-65-1-se1/4 
1931 1931 119 1 
 
5 250 
 
v v-66-2-nw1/4 
1936 1936 119 1 2 2 62.5 31.25 v v-67-1-ne1/4 
1940 1940 119 1 6 3 250 41.67 v v-68-unk 
1943 1943 119 1 5 3 175 35 v v-69-1-se1/4 
1933 1933 119 1 
 
2 125 
 
v v-70-unk 
1936 1943 119 1 
  
250 
 
v v-71-unk 
1962 1946 119 1 3 4 250 83.33 v v-72-2-ne 
1938 1938 119 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 v v-73-2-ne1/4 
1938 1938 119 1 8 6 275 34.38 v v-74-2-se1/4 
1938 1938 119 1 2 1 68.75 34.38 v v-75-c-se/4 
1941 1941 119 1 2 2 68.75 34.38 v v-76-1-ne1/4 
1942 1942 119 2 4 2 125 31.25 v v-77-unk 
1938 1924 119 1 4 4 137.5 34.38 v v-78-1-nw1/4 
2004 2002 119 2 1 1 400 400 v v-79-2-se1/4 
1939 1939 119 
   
62.5 
 
v v-80-unk 
1938 1938 119 1 6 5 200 33.33 v v-81-2-se1/4 
1939 1939 119 1 
 
3 75 
 
v v-82-unk 
1943 
 
119 1 4 4 137.5 34.38 v v-83-1-se1/4 
1925 
 
120 
 
8 0 75 9.38 w w-1-unoc 
1948 1948 120 1 2 2 75 37.5 w w-3-1-se1/4 
1925 1926 120 1 8 6 85 10.63 w w-4-1-sw1/4 
1929 1929 120 1 8 8 100 12.5 w w-5-1-sw1/4 
1934 1934 120 1 3 3 25 8.3 3 w w-6-2-se1/4 
1987 1987 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-1--1-n1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 2 1 500 250 u7 u7-2-1-n1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-3-1-s1/2 
1987 1989 121 1 4 1 3000 750 u7 u7-3,4-1-n1/2 
1987 1986 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-5-1-n1/2 
1990 1990 121 1 2 1 1500 750 u7 u7-6-2-s1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-7-1-s1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-8-1-n1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-9-2-s1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-10-1-n1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-11-1-n/2 
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1987 1987 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-12-2-n1/2 
1986 1987 121 1 2 1 1000 500 u7 u7-13-1-n1./2 
1986 1998 121 1 2 1 1000 500 u7 u7-14-1-n1/2 
1987 1986 121 1 1 1 
 
0 u7 u7-15-1-n1/2 
1986 
 
121 1 4 2 2000 500 u7 u7-15,16-s1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-17-1-n1/2 
1987 1988 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-18-1-n1/2 
1986 2000 121 1 2 2 2000 1000 u7 u7-19-1-s1/2 
1986 1986 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-20-2-n1/2 
1986 1986 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-21-1-s1/2 
1986 1994 121 1 4 3 2000 500 u7 u7-22,23,28-2-n1/2 
1987 1987 121 1 2 1 2000 1000 u7 u7-23,24-2-n1/2 
1989 1988 121 1 1 1 550 550 u7 u7-24-2-n1/2 
1986 1986 121 1 2 1 1000 500 u7 u7-25-2-n1/2 
1988 2009 121 1 2 1 1000 500 u7 u7-26-1-nw1/4 
1991 1999 121 1 2 1 1500 750 u7 u7-27-1-s1/2 
1986 1986 121 1 2 1 1000 500 u7 u7-28-2-n1/2 
1986 1986 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-29-1-n1/2 
1986 1986 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-30-2-n1/2 
1986 1985 121 1 8 3 4000 500 u7 u7-31,32,-2-n1/2 
1986 2003 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-33-1-n1/2 
1986 
 
121 1 30 0 15000 500 u7 u7-34,35,40,41,46,48,49 
1986 2004 121 1 4 1 20000 5000 u7 u7-36-1-s1/2 
2006 
 
121 1 2 0 3000 1500 u7 u7-37-s1/2 
1986 2001 121 1 4 2 2000 500 u7 u7-37,38-1-s1/2 
1986 1985 121 1 2 2 
 
0 u7 u7-39-1-n1/2 
2005 2005 121 2 1 3 750 750 u7 u7-42-1e 
1986 1994 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-43-1-n1/2 
1986 2000 121 1 6 2 3000 500 u7 u7-44,45--2-n1/2 
1991 1991 121 2 1 2 750 750 u7 u7-50-3-s1/2 
1987 1992 121 1 3 3 
 
0 u7 u7-51-1-n1/2 
1987 1995 121 1 2 2 1000 500 u7 u7-52-1-n1/2 
2005 2005 121 1 1 1 1500 1500 u7 u7-53-1-ne1/4 
1987 1994 121 1 3 2 1500 500 u7 u7-54-1-nw1/6 
2000 1987 121 1 1 1 500 500 u7 u7-55-1-n1/2 
2005 2005 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-1-1-1- 
1989 1996 122 1 4 3 2200 550 u8 u8-1-2-3 
1989 1997 122 1 1 1 550 550 u8 u8-1-3-1 
1989 
 
122 1 4 0 2200 550 u8 u8-1-4,9- 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-1-5-3 
1994 1993 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-1-6-1 
1990 2005 122 2 2 1 1100 550 u8 u8-1-7-4 
1989 1991 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-1-8-1 
2005 2005 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-1-9-1 
1994 1994 122 2 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-1-10-5 
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1990 1993 122 1 2 2 2200 1100 u8 u8-1-11-2 
1995 1994 122 2 2 2 800 400 u8 u8-1-12-1 
1992 1994 122 1 1 2 750 750 u8 u-8-13-5 
2008 2008 122 1 1 1 
 
0 u8 u-1-14-5-1se1/4 
1989 2003 122 2 1 1 550 550 u8 u-1-15-1 
1991 2003 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-1-16-1 
1990 1990 122 1 4 3 2400 600 u8 u8-1-17,22-2 
1994 2009 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-18-2sw1/4 
1990 1990 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-1-19-6 
1989 2008 122 1 3 1 2200 733.33 u8 u8-1-20-6se1/4 
1989 1989 122 1 10 4 5500 550 u8 u8-1-21,28-4 
1991 1994 122 1 3 2 1650 550 u8 u8-1-22-3 
2007 2007 122 1 2 1 3000 1500 u8 u8-1-23-2sw1/4 
1989 1990 122 1 2 2 1100 550 u8 u8-1-24-2 
1989 2004 122 1 2 1 1100 550 u8 u8-1-25-2 
1990 1990 122 1 2 2 
 
0 u8 u8-1-26-2 
2000 1999 122 2 1 1 400 400 u8 u8-1-27-2 
2000 1998 122 1 10 2 17000 1700 u8 u8-1-32, 28-8 
1999 1999 122 2 6 1 3300 550 u8 u8-1-29-6 
1989 1988 122 1 4 2 2200 550 u8 u8-1-30,31-6 
1995 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-1-31-3 
1989 1995 122 1 1 1 550 550 u8 u8-1-32-1 
1993 1993 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-1-33-2 
1998 2002 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-1-34-1 
1990 1990 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-1-35-1 
1991 1968 122 1 5 1 3750 750 u8 u8-2-4,1-4 
1994 1994 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-2-1 
1994 1994 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-2-3-2 
1991 1958 122 1 4 2 3000 750 u8 u8-2-3-btwn5&6 
1989 1992 122 1 2 2 1100 550 u8 u8-2-5-6 
1998 1998 122 2 1 2 400 400 u8 u8-2-6-6 
2006 2006 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-2-7-1se1/2 
1997 1990 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-8-1 
1994 1993 122 1 3 3 3000 1000 u8 u8-2-9-3 
1995 2002 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-10-2 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-11-5 
1995 1999 122 1 2 3 1700 850 u8 u8-2-12-2 
1992 1996 122 1 2 1 1000 500 u8 u8-2-13-2 
1992 2000 122 1 4 1 3000 750 u8 u8-2-14-4 
1990 1990 122 1 4 1 3000 750 u8 u8-2-15-1 
1991 1991 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-16-2 
1999 1998 122 2 1 1 400 400 u8 u8-2-17-3 
1989 1990 122 1 1 1 550 550 u8 u8-2-18-3 
1992 1995 122 1 8 2 4400 550 u8 u8-2-19-7 
1990 1990 122 1 12 3 6600 550 u8 u8-2-20,16-7 
Appendix A: Raw Data (Continued) 
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2006 2006 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-2-21-2sw1/4 
1989 1988 122 1 4 1 1100 275 u8 u8-2-22-3 
1991 2004 122 1 4 1 3000 750 u8 u8-2-22,23-1ne1/4 
1993 1993 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-24-2 
1994 1992 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-25-2 
1989 1989 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-26-1 
1992 1992 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-2-27-1 
1991 2009 122 1 4 1 6000 1500 u8 u8-2-28,31-1sw1/4 
1994 1994 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-29-4 
1989 2005 122 1 7 2 3700 528.57 u8 u8-2-30,41-2nw1/4 
1992 1992 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-31-2 
1990 1990 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-32-4 
1993 1993 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-33-2 
1993 1993 122 1 4 3 3000 750 u8 u8-2-34-2 
1994 1999 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-2-35-2 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-36-1 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-37-1 
1993 1993 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-38-1 
1992 1990 122 1 8 4 6000 750 u8 u8-2-39-2 
1990 1992 122 2 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-2-40-btwn5&6 
1997 1996 122 2 2 1 800 400 u8 u8-2-41-5 
1990 1990 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-42-1 
1994 1994 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-43-1 
1994 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-44-3 
1994 1994 122 2 1 2 850 850 u8 u8-2-45-3 
1992 1992 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-2-46-1 
1993 1993 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-47-4 
1994 1994 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-2-48-2 
2008 2008 122 1 2 1 3000 1500 u8 u8-2-49-2sw1/4 
2006 2006 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-2-50-1nw/14 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-51-4 
1991 1991 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-52-1 
1990 1990 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-53-1 
2005 2005 122 1 2 1 3000 1500 u8 u8-2-54-2sw1/2 
1994 1994 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-55-2 
1993 1993 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-56-4 
1995 2002 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-57-2 
1997 1997 122 1 4 2 3400 850 u8 u8-2-58,57-1 
1993 1993 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-2-59-8 
1995 1995 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-2-60-1 
1995 
 
122 1 2 0 1700 850 u8 u8-2-61 
1997 2001 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-2-62-3 
1992 
 
122 1 20 0 15000 750 u8 u8-2-63,64,55,56 
1994 1995 122 1 4 2 3000 750 u8 u8-2-65-1 
1998 1998 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-3-1-1 
Appendix A: Raw Data (Continued) 
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1995 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-3-2-3 
1997 2002 122 1 4 2 3400 850 u8 u8-3-2,3-2 
1997 1993 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-3-4-4 
1997 1997 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-3-5-1 
1997 1997 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-3-6-1 
1997 2002 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-3-7-4 
1996 1995 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-3-8-1 
1992 
 
122 1 8 0 6000 750 u8 u8-3-9- 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 1700 1700 u8 u8-3-10-1 
1993 1996 122 1 3 3 2250 750 u8 u8-3-11-4 
1993 1993 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-3-12-2 
1997 1997 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-3-13-8 
1997 1997 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-3-14-2 
1993 1997 122 1 2 1 1100 550 u8 u8-3-15-2 
1990 1990 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-3-16-1 
2004 2005 122 1 2 1 3000 1500 u8 u8-3-17-2sw1/4 
1999 1997 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-3-18-4 
2000 
 
122 1 2 0 1700 850 u8 u8-3-19- 
1999 1998 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-3-20-1 
1991 1991 122 1 6 3 4500 750 u8 u8-4-2,13,14-2 
1989 1989 122 1 5 2 5500 1100 u8 u8-4-3-1 
1992 1996 122 1 4 3 2200 550 u8 u8-4-4-4 
1989 1989 122 1 2 2 1100 550 u8 u8-4-5-2 
1990 1990 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-6-4 
1997 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-4-7-1 
1991 1991 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-4-8-4 
1991 1991 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-9-1 
1989 2001 122 1 2 1 1100 550 u8 u8-4-10-4 
1989 2010 122 1 8 1 4400 550 u8 u8-4-11-1nw1/4 
1989 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-12-1 
1990 1990 122 1 2 2 1100 550 u8 u8-4-13-2 
1990 1990 122 2 2 2 1100 550 u8 u8-4-14-5 
1990 1990 122 1 2 2 1100 550 u8 u8-4-15-2 
1992 1997 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-16-2 
1989 1989 122 1 2 3 1100 550 u8 u8-4-17-2se1/4 
1989 1989 122 1 3 3 3000 1000 u8 u8-4-18-2 
2008 2008 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-4-19-7(2 ne1/4) 
1992 
 
122 1 4 0 3000 750 u8 u8-4-20 
1996 1998 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-4-21-2 
1992 1996 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-4-22-7 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-23-4 
1991 1991 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-4-24-2 
1989 
 
122 1 8 0 4400 550 u8 u8-4-25- 
1991 1990 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-4-26-8 
1997 2006 122 2 1 1 400 400 u8 u8-4-27-1 
Appendix A: Raw Data (Continued) 
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2009 2008 122 2 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-28-2nw1/4 
1994 1994 122 2 1 1 400 400 u8 u8-4-29-1 
1990 
 
122 1 2 0 1100 550 u8 u8-4-30- 
1990 1990 122 1 3 2 
 
0 u8 u8-4-31-5 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-32-7 
1989 1993 122 1 6 1 3300 550 u8 u8-4-33-2 
1989 2004 122 1 4 1 2200 550 u8 u8-4-34-1 
1993 2005 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-35-1 
1991 1991 122 1 7 2 5250 750 u8 u8-4-36-4 
2007 2007 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-4-37-2sw1/4 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-38-1 
1991 1990 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-4-39-2 
1996 1991 122 1 8 1 6000 750 u8 u8-4-40-7 
1989 1990 122 1 8 2 4400 550 u8 u8-4-41-1 
1990 1990 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-42-1 
1990 1990 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-4-43-3 
1989 1989 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-44-1 
1989 1989 122 1 4 3 2200 550 u8 u8-4-45-3 
2004 2004 122 1 2 2 3000 1500 u8 u8-4-46-5 
1989 1991 122 1 4 4 2200 550 u8 u8-4-47-4 
1990 2003 122 1 1 1 550 550 u8 u8-4-48-5 
1989 1989 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-49-8 
2002 2007 122 2 1 1 400 400 u8 u8-4-50-5 
1995 1995 122 2 1 2 400 400 u8 u8-4-51-2 
1989 1990 122 1 4 4 2200 550 u8 u8-4-52-4 
1991 1991 122 1 3 2 2250 750 u8 u8-4-53-4 
1990 1990 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-4-54-2 
1991 1991 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-55-4 
1995 1999 122 1 1 1 3000 3000 u8 u8-4-56-1 
1993 1993 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-4-57-8 
1992 2005 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-4-58-2ne1/4 
1999 1999 122 2 1 2 400 400 u8 u8-4-59-2 
1995 1995 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-4-60-2 
1994 1994 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-4-61-2 
2009 2009 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-4-62-3 
2002 2001 122 2 1 1 400 400 u8 u8-4-63-7 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-5-1-4 
1994 1994 122 1 4 3 3400 850 u8 u8-5-2-4 
2002 1999 122 1 3 1 2550 850 u8 u8-5-3,11-1 
2009 2009 122 2 1 1 375 375 u8 u8-5-3-1newalk 
1994 2002 122 2 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-5-5-2 
1994 1994 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-6-1 
1995 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-7-1 
1995 1995 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-5-8-6 
1995 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-9-5 
Appendix A: Raw Data (Continued) 
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1996 1996 122 2 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-10-3 
1997 1997 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-11-3 
1992 1992 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-5-12-4 
1993 1993 122 1 4 2 3000 750 u8 u8-5-13-4 
1989 1991 122 1 10 2 5500 550 u8 u8-5-23,14-7 
1994 1995 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-5-15-8 
1995 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-16-1 
1994 1994 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-5-17-1 
1989 1990 122 1 1 1 550 550 u8 u8-5-18-4 
1995 1995 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-5-19-1 
1995 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-20-4 
1993 1993 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-5-21-2 
1996 1996 122 1 3 1 2550 850 u8 u8-5-22-2 
2005 2005 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-5-23-2sw1/4 
1995 2008 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-5-24-3 
1994 1994 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-5-25-2 
1993 1995 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-5-26-3 
2003 2003 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-5-27-1sw1/4 
1996 2001 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-5-28-2 
1998 1998 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-29-1 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-30-3 
1995 1984 122 1 10 3 7500 750 u8 u8-5-31,30-8 
2007 2007 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-5-32-2ne1/4 
1996 1996 122 1 4 1 3400 850 u8 u8-5-33-5 
1992 1992 122 1 1 1 750 750 u8 u8-5-34-2 
1998 1955 122 1 3 2 2550 850 u8 u8-5-35-6 
1992 1992 122 1 2 1 1500 750 u8 u8-5-36-2 
2007 
 
122 1 2 0 3000 1500 u8 u8-5-37- 
1994 1995 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-5-38-1 
1997 1997 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-39-2 
2005 2005 122 1 1 2 1500 1500 u8 u8-5-40-1se1/4 
1995 1995 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-41-2 
1996 1996 122 1 3 2 2550 850 u8 u8-5-42-3 
1997 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-43-4 
2007 2007 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-5-44-2sw1/4 
1999 1999 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-45-8 
2000 
 
122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-5-46-4 
2006 2006 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-6-1-1 
1997 1997 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-6-2-4 
1991 1990 122 1 2 2 1500 750 u8 u8-6-3-2 
1997 2000 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-6-4-2 
1994 1994 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-6-5-4 
2006 2006 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-6-6-2nw1/4 
2004 2005 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-6-7-2 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-6-8-5 
Appendix A: Raw Data (Continued) 
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1996 1995 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-6-9-4 
2007 2007 122 1 1 1 1500 1500 u8 u8-6-10-1nw1/4 
1997 1997 122 1 3 1 2550 850 u8 u8-6-11-2 
1996 2003 122 1 2 1 1700 850 u8 u8-6-12-2 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-6-13-1 
1996 1996 122 1 3 3 2550 850 u8 u8-6-14-2 
1997 1997 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-6-15-4 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-6-16-1 
1996 1996 122 1 2 2 1700 850 u8 u8-6-16,17-5 
1996 1996 122 1 1 1 850 850 u8 u8-6-18-3 
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Figure 44: Permission to use Figure 7. Screen shot of the email permitting Victoria A K 
Lawrence to use Orange County Regional History Center’s 1924 Map of Orlando (Fig. 7). 
Note that “Abby” is Victoria’s moniker. 
 
 
 
Figure 45: Permission to use Figure 19. This is a screen shot of the email permitting 
Victoria A K Lawrence to use Ricardo Ramirez Buxeda’s photograph of the red for kit (Fig. 
19). Note that “Abby” is Victoria’s moniker. 
 
